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Department  of  Agriculture,  concurrently 
with  the  Postal  and  Customs  Services, 
to  insure  closer  inspection  of  such 
importations. 

§  351.2  Location  of  inspectors. 

Inspectors  of  the  Plant  Quarantine 
Division  and  customs  ofiBcers  are  sta¬ 
tioned  at  the  following  locations: 

Atlanta,  Oa. 

Baltimore,  Md.  , 

Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Blaine,  WEish. 

Boston,  Mass. 

Brownsville,  Tex. 

Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Calexico,  Calif. 

Charleston,  S.C. 

Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  V.I. 

Chicago,  111. 

ChristlEmsted,  St.  Croix,  V.I. 

Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Corpus  Christ!,  Tex. 

Dallas,  Tex. 

Del  Rio,  Tex. 

Detroit.  Mich. 

Douglas,  Ariz. 

Dover,  Del. 

Eagle  Pass,  Tex. 

El  Paso,  Tex. 

Galveston,  Tex. 

Hidalgo,  Tex. 

Hilo,  Hawaii. 

Hoboken,  N.J. 

Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

Houston,  Tex. 

Jacksonville,  Fla.  ^  ' 

Key  West,  Fla. 

Laredo.  Tex. 

Memphis.  Tenn. 

Miami,  Fla. 

Mobile,  Ala. 

New  OrleEUis,  Leu 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Nogales,  Ariz. 

Norfolk,  Va. 

PensELcola.  Fla. 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Port  Arthur,  Tex. 

Port  Everglades,  Fla. 

Portland,  Ore. 

Presidio,  Tex. 

Roma,  Tex. 

St.  Albans,  Vt. 

3t.  Paul,  Minn. 

San  Antonio.  Tex. 

San  Diego,  Caih* 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Sfui  Juan.  P.bL 
San  Luis,  Ariz. 

Sfin  Pedro,  Calif. 

San  Ysidro,  Calif. 

Savannah.  Giu 
Seattle,  WiLsh. 

(Continued  on  p.  9925) 
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Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

351— IMPORTATION  OF 
PLANTS  OR  PLANT  PRODUCTS  BY 
MAIL 

On  September  2,  1959,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (24  P.R, 
7108)  under  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  a 
notice  of  rule  making  concerning  a  re¬ 
vision  of  7  CFR  Part  351.  After  due  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  relevant  matters  and 
pursuant  to  sections  7  and  9  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  1912  (7  U.S.C.  160, 
182)  and  sections  103,  105,  and  106  of 
the  Federal  Plant  Pest  Act  of  May  23, 
1957  (7  U.S.C.  150bb,  150dd,  150ee),  a 
revision  of  7  CFR  Part  351,  is  hereby 
issued  as  follows: 


351.1  Joint  treatment  generally. 

3512  Location  of  inspectors. 

3512  Frocedm-e  on  arrival. 

351.4  Itocords. 

351.5  Return  or  destruction. 

351.6  Packages  in  closed  mail  dispatches. 

351.7  Regulations  governing  importation  by 

mail  of  plant  mateiiEU  for  imme¬ 
diate  export. 

Cioss  RsnaENCE:  For  customs  regulations 
governing  Importation  of  plants  and  plant 
products,  see  19  CFR  PEurt  12. 

AuTHOsrrr:  §S  351.1  to  351.7  issued  under 
ISC.  9,  37  Stat.  318,  and  sec.  106,  71  Stat.  33, 
7  nB.C.  162,  ISOee.  Interpret  or  apply  sec. 
7,  37  Stat.  317,  and  secs.  103,  105,  71  Stat. 
32, '7  U.S.C.  160,  150bb,  150dd;  19  F.R.  74, 
u  amended. 

(351.1  Joint  treatment  generally. 

Under  various  orders,  quarantines, 
and  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Service  under  authority  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  of  August  20,  1912  (37 
Stat.  315-319,  7  U.S.C.  151  et  seq.),  as 
amended,  and  the  Federal  Plant  Pest  Act 
of  May  23,  1957  (71  Stat.  31-35;  7  U.S.C. 
150aa-150jj),  the  entry  into  the  United 
States  of  certain  plants,  plant  products, 
and  soil  is  prohibited  or  restricted.  As 
an  aid  in  enforcing  these  or  subsequent 
wiers,  quarantines,  and  regulations, 
provisions  have  been  made  by  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Division  of  the  United  States 


authority. 
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and  days  foUowlng  official  Federal  hollda3r8, 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  In  the  Federal  Register  Act. 
Improved  July  26,  1935  (49  Stat.  500,  as 
amended;  44  UJS.C.,  ch.  8B),  under  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by 
the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by 
znaU  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.50 
per  month  or  $15.00  per  year,  payable  in 
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The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein 
is  keyed  to  the  Code  or  Federal  Regulations, 
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to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as 
amended  August  5,  1953.  The  Code  or  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and 
pocket  supplements  vary. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  re- 
publication  of  material  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Reczster,  or  the  Code  or  Federal 
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livered  to  the  addressee,  after  removing  and  comply  with  other  mailing  require- 
and  destroying  the  objectionable  mate-  ments,  after  which  the  parcel  shaU  be 
rial,  such  procedure  is  authorized.  In  delivered  to  the  postmaster  for  exporta- 
the  latter  case  the  inspector  shall  place  tion  by  mail  pursuant  to  19  CFR  9.11(a). 
in  the  package  a  memorandum  (Form  The  contents  of  the  original  parcel  may 
PQ-387)  informing  the  addressee  of  the  be  subdivided  and  exported  in  separate 
action  taken  by  the  inspector  and  de-  parcels  in  like  manner, 
scribing  the  matter  which  has  been  seized  (4)  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  issue 
and  destroyed  and  the  reasons  therefor,  a  customs  mail  entry  nor  to  require 
c  SCI  D  1  •  1  .1  *1  formal  entry  of  the  shipments. 

^  ^  <s>  The  shlpmenu  referred  to 

^  "  shall  be  accorded  special  handling  only 

The  foregoing  instructions  shall  be  at  the  points  specified  in  subparagraph 
followed  in  the  treatment  of  packages  (2)  of  this  paragraph, 
containing  plants  or  plant  products  re-  (6)  The  foregoing  procedure  shall  not 
ceived  in  closed  mail  dispatches  made  up  affect  the  movement  of  plant  material 
for  transmission  directly  to  a  post  office  in  the  international  mails  in  transit 
located  at  a  customs  port  at  which  no  through  the  United  States.  - 

plant  quarantine  inspector  is  stationed.  /  This  revision  brings  up  to  date  the 
Such  packages  (accompanied  by  customs  list  of  locations  at  which  Plant  Quaran- 
card  Form  3511)  shall  be  forwarded  by  tine  Inspectors  are  stationed  and  makes 
the  collector  of  customs  through  the  certain  changes  to  cqnform  with  the 
postmaster  to  the  most  accessible  loca-  most  recent  regulations  and  procedures 
tion  listed  in  §  351.2  for  appropriate  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs  and  the  Post 
treatment  in  the  manner  hereinbefore  oflBce  Department, 
provided.  This  procedure  shall  also  be  At  the  suggestion  of  the  Bureau  of 
followed  in  respect  to  such  packages  Customs,  Treasury  Department,  and  the 
which  are  forwarded  to  unlisted  post  of-  Bureau  of  Transportation,  Post  Offlce 
flees  from  the  post  office  of  original  re-  Department,  four  locations  listed  under 
ceipt,  without  having  received  plant  §  351.2  in  the  notice  of  proposed  rule 
quarantine  examination.  Packages  dis-  making  have  been  deleted  and  §  351.7 
covered  at  post  offices  where  no  customs  (a)(4)  changed.  Other  changes  have 
officer  is  located  shaU  be  forwarded  by  been  made  which  are  clarifying  in  na- 
the  postmaster  under  his  official  penalty  ture.  Since  these  changes  relieve  re¬ 
envelope  addressed  to  the  collector  of  strictions  or  are  formal  or  procedural  in 
customs  at  the  most  accessible  location  nature,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause, 
listed  for  appropriate  treatment  as  pre-  under  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
scribed  herein.  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003),  that 

§  351.7  Regulations  governing  importa-  further  notice  and  Other  public  proce- 
tion  by  mail  of  plant  material  for  dure  with  respect  to  said  changes  are 
immediate  export.  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

_  „  .  .  .  j  4.1.  These  revised  regulations  shall  become 

To  collectors  of  customs  and  others  effective  January  8.  1960. 
concerned: 

(a)  Shipments  of  plant  material  may  Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d  day 
be  imported  by  mail  free  of  duty  for  im-  of  December  1959.  » 

mediate  exportation  by  mail  subject  to  fsealI  M  R  Clarkson 

the  following  regulations,  which  have  Actina  Administrator 

been  approved  by  the  EteParti^nt  of  Agricultural  Research  Service. 

Agriculture  and  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment:  IP-B-  Doc.  69-10375;  •  PUed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

(1)  Each  shipment  shall  be  dispatched  8:47  a jn.) 

in  the  mails  from  abroad,  accompanied  ' 

by  a  yellow  and  green  special  mail  tag  «  ■  Aniniii  Tiinai 

bearing  the  serial  number  of  the  permit  IIII6  b~~’AhKluULIUKAL 
for  entry  for  immediate  exportation  or  nnrniT 

immediate  transportation  and  exporta-  nilpniT 

tion,  issued  by  the  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  and  also  the  postal  Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis* 
form  of  customs  decimation.  .  .  „  tration.  Department  of  Agriculture 

(2)  Upon  arrival,  the  shipment  shall 

be  detained  by,  or  redispatched  to,  the  subchapter  B-— farm  ownership  LOANS 
postmaster  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Browns-  ^  ..00 , , 

ville,  Tex..  Hoboken,  N.J.,  Honolulu.  (FHA  instruction  4a8.i| 

Hawaii,  Lar^o  Tex.,  Miami,  Fla,,  San  331— POLICIES  AND 

Francisco,  Calif.,  San  Juan,  P.R.,  San  aiituooitii:c 

Pedro,  Calif.,  or  Seattle,  Wash.,  as  may  AumuKiiico 

be  appropriate,  according  to  the  address  Average  Values  of  Farms;  Arkansas 

on  the  yellow  and  green  t««,  and  there  ,  _ _ ^ 

submitted  to  the  customs  officer  and  the  On  November  17, 1959,  for  thepurposei 
Federal  quarantine  inspector.  The  mer-  ®f  ^  Bankhead-^nes  Fam 

chandlse  shall  under  no  circumstances  Tenant  Act,  as  amen^,  ^e  averw. 

_ rtf  values  of  efficient  family-type  farm 

5®  I^rmitted  to  enter  the  commerce  of  j^anagement  units  for  the  counties  iden 

the  United  smtes.  tiffed  below  were  determined  to  be  a 

(3)  After  inspection  by  the  customs  herein  set  forth.  The  average  value 
and  quarantine  officers,  and  with  their  heretofore  established  for  said  counties 
approval,  the  addressee,  or  his  authorized  which  appear  in  the  tabulations  of  aver 
agent,  shall  repack  and  readdress  the  age  values  under  6  C?FR  331.17,  are  here 
mail  parcel  under  customs  supervision;  by  superseded  by  the  average  values  se 
affix  to  the  parcel  the  necessary  postage,  forth  below  for  said  counties. 


nlant  fluaranune  inspector  at  me  «ioat 
Kdble  location  listed  in  §  351.2.  The 
I^tor  shall  pass  upon  the  contents 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  anu 
pScral  Plant  Pest  Act  and  with  the 
eSoeration  of  the  customs  and  postal 
offlSs  either  (a)  release  the  package 
from  further  plant  quarantine  examina- 
ti<Hi  and  endorse  his  decision  thereon;  or 
(h)  divert  it  to  the  Plant  Quarantine 
Station  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Browns- 
ylUe,  Tex.,  Hoboken,  N.J.,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii,  Laredo,  Tex.,  Miami,  Fla.,  San 
ptanci^o,  Calif.,  San  Juan,  P.R.,  San 
Pedro,  Calif.,  or  Seattle  Wash.,  for  what- 
evCT  disposition  is  deemed  warranted.  If 
80  diverted,  the  plant  quarantine  in¬ 
spector  shall  attach  to  the  package  the 
yellow  and  green  special  mailing  tag  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  proper  quarantine  station. 

A  package  so  diverted  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  customs  card  Form  3511  and 
transmitted  to  the  appropriate  Customs 
oflSce  for  referral  to  the  Plant  Quaran¬ 
tine  Station.  Envelopes  containing  cus¬ 
toms  card  Form  3511  addressed  to  the 
c(^tor  of  customs.  New  York,  N.Y., 
shall  contain  a  notation  that  the  ma¬ 
terial  is  to  be  referred  to  the  Plant  Quar¬ 
antine  Division,  Hoboken,  N.  J. 

§  351.4  Records. 

The  customs  officers  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  Brownsville,  Tex.,  Hoboken,  N.J., 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  Laredo,  Tex.,  Miami, 
Fla.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  San  Juan, 
P.R.,  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  or  Seattle,  Wash., 
shall  keep  a  record  of  such  packages  as 
may  be  delivered  to  representatives  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  upon 
the  return  thereof  shall  prepare  a  mail 
entry  to  accompany  the  dutiable  package 
and  deliver  it  to  the  postmaster  for  de¬ 
livery  or  onward  dispatch  or  in  appro¬ 
priate  cases  subject  the  shipment  to  for¬ 
mal  customs  entry  procedure. 

§  351.5  Return  or  destruction. 

Where  the  plant  quarantine  inspector 
requires  the  entire  shipment  to  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  country  of  origin  as  a  pro¬ 
hibited  importation  (in  which  event  he 
shall  endorse  his  action  thereon)  and 
delivers  the  shipment  to  the  collector  of 
customs,  the  collector  shall  in  turn  de¬ 
liver  It  to  the  postmaster  for  dispatch 
to  the  country  of  origin.  If,  upon  ex¬ 
amination,  the  plant  material  is  deemed 
dangerous  to  plant  life,  the  collector  of 
customs  shall  permit  the  plant  quaran¬ 
tine  inspector  to  destroy  immediately 
both  the  container  and  its  contents.  In 
either  case  the  plant  quarantine  inspec- 
tw  shall  notify  the  addressee  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  taken  and  the  reason  therefor.  If 
the  objectionable  plant  material  forms 
only  a  portion  of  the  contents  of  the 
mail  package  and  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Inspector  the  package  can  safely  be  de- 
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words  “or  (b)  ”  Just  preceding  the  flr.* 
comma,  and  by  deleting  the  worn! 
“dieldrin,  heptachlor  or  Bayer  21/i2 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Pede^ 
Inspector”  and  inserting  in  Ueu  therS 
the  words  “a  permitted  precauti<mS 
pesticide  as  prescribed  by  a  PedersOfe 
spector  and  under  his  supervision” 

5.  The  introductory  paragraph  and 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  83.6  are  amendedto 
read  as  follows:  ^ 

§  83.6  Interstate  movement  < 
from  certain  areas  of  rt: 
festation  by  road  vehicle 


County 


Ashley  _ 
Baxter  _ 
Benton 

Boone _ 

Bradley 
Calhoun 
Carroll  . 
Chicot  . 
Clark  „ 
Clay _ 


27’^  Chapter  I — ^Agricultural  Research 
25!  500  Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

22  EM  subchapter  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
251500  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

part  83— screw  worms 

27, 000 

37.500  Miscellaneous  Amendments 

22  500 

221500  Pursuant  to  sections  1  and  2  of  the 

22. 500  Act  of  February  2, 1903,  as  amended,  and 

27,000  sections  4  through  7  of  the  Act  of  May 
36,000  29.  1884,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 

37’  ^  regulations  desig- 

33’  QQQ  nated  “Screwworms”,  appearing  in  Part 
22!  500  83,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 

3o!ooo  are  hereby  amended  in  the  following 
27,000  respects: 

27’  OM  §  83.1  [Amendment] 

22.500  1.  Paragraph  (1),  (m),  and  (n)  of 

24’  OM  ^  deleted  and  paragraph  (p)  of 

qI’  Baid  section  is  amended  to  read  as 

foUows: 

24, 000  (p)  Permitted  precautionary  pesticide. 

27’^  A  permitted  precautionary  pesticide  is 
22  500  spray,  dust,  or  other  pesticide  au- 
33!  000  thorized  for  use  imder  this  part  by  the 
37!  000  Director.  Information  concerning  such 
27, 000  a  pesticide  may  be  obtained  from  an  in- 
35, 000  spector  or  the  Division. 

37. 500 

30,000  Section  83.2  is  amended  to  read  as 
27!  000  follows : 

27*  OM  ^  83.2  Notice  relating  to  existence  of 
33'  QQQ  screwworms. 

22, 600  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  screwworms 
^  usually  exist  in  Arizona.  California,  Lou- 
45  ^  isiana.  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and  Puerto 
30  000  throughout  the  year  and  usually 

22. 500  exist  in  Arkansas  during  the  period  May 

27)000  1  through  November  30,  both  inclusive, 

.22. 500  of  each  year,  and  said  areas  are  hereby 
22, 500  designated  as  areas  of  recurring  infesta- 
22,500  tion.  Notice  is  also  hereby  given  that 
24’^  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  screw- 
37  ^  worms  may  exist  in  all  other  States  of 
23)000  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
27)  000  Hawaii)  during  the  period  May  1  through 
30)  000  November  30,  both  inclusive,  of  each  year, 
30, 000  and  such  States  are  hereby  designated  as 
30, 000  areas  of  seasonal  infestation. 

30. 000 

22,500  3.  Subparagraph  (3)  of  S  83.5(a)  is 

23,000  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

22  500 

27*  000  §  83.5  Cleaning  and  treatment  of  means 

24’ 000  conveyance,  facilities  and  prem- 

22)500  ises;  litter  and  manure. 

22, 500  000 

22’ SM  Yards,  pens,  chutes,  alleys,  and 

Washington  27  000  Other  facilities  and  premises  in  the  area 

White _ IIIIIIIIIIIIIZIIIIIZII  27)  000  ot  seasonal  infestation  or  the  eradication 

Woodruff  „Z_Z_ZZ_ZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZ  33)  000  area  which  have  been  used  in  connection 
Yeu _  26, 000  with  interstate  shipments  of  any  live- 

(Sec.  41.  50  Stat.  628.  as  amended;  7  U  S.C.  w“h.  <»• 

1016;  Order  of  Acting  Sec.  of  Agric..  19  Fdt.  contagion  of.  screwworms  shaU  be  thor- 
74, 22  FJi.  8188)  oughly  cleaned  and  treated  in  accord¬ 

ance  with  this  paragraph  immediately 
Dated:  December  2, 1959.  after  such  use.  Compliance  with  this 

Darrel  A.  Dunn,  requirement  shall  be  the  responsibility 

'  Acting  Administrator,  of  the  person  in  possession  of  such  prem- 

Farmers  Home  Administration.  ises  or  facilities. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-10377;  Piled,  Dec.  8.  1959;  4.  The  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b) 

.  8:47  a.m.]  Of  §83.5  is  amended  by  deleting  the 


of  livestock 
^recurring  in. 

--  or  on  foot 

Except  as  authorized  under  §  83.12,  no 
livestock  shall  be  moved  by  road  veWcle 
or  on  foot,  interstate,  into  or  through 
any  part  of  the  eradication  area  from 
Arizona,  California.  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  or  Texas,  or  from  Arkansas  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  May  1  to  November  30 
both  inclusive,  of  any  year,  unless: 

(a)  Such  livestock  have  been  in- 
spected  by  a  Federal  inspector  at  an 
appropriate  inspection  station  desig¬ 
nated  in  §  83.10;  have  been  found  upon 
such  inspection  to  be  free  of  any  evi¬ 
dence  of  screwworms;  then  (except  for 
livestock  moving  to  public  stockj^i^ 
where  Federal  inspection  is  maintained 
at  Memphis.  Tennessee,  as  designated 
in  §  78.14(a)  of  this  chapter)  have  been 
thoroughly  treated  with  a  permitted 
precautionary  pesticide  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  inspector  at  such  inspec¬ 
tion  station;  and  have  been  certified  bj 
the  inspector  in  accordance  with 
§  83.9(a)  and  are  accompanied  to  desti¬ 
nation  by  such  certificate. 

§§  83.8,  83.12  [Amendment] 

6.  Sections  83.8  and  83.12  are  amended 
by  deleting  the  word  “spray”  wherever 
it  appears  therein,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  “pesticide”, 

§  83.7  [Amendment] 

7.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  83.7  is  deleted. 

8.  The  introductory  portion  of  para¬ 
graph  (a),  with  paragraph  (a)(1),  and 
the  introductory  portion  of  paragraph 
(c)  preceding  the  word  “unless”  in  !  83.7 
are  amended,  respectively,  to  read  as 
follows: 

(a)  Except  as  authorized  under 
§  83.12,  no  livestock  shall  be  moved  by 
railroad,  interstate,  into  or  through  any 
part  of  the  eradication  area  from  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 
or  Texas  at  any  time,  or  from  Arkansas 
during  the  period  May  1  to  November  30, 
both  inclusive,  of  any  year,  unless: 

(1 )  Such  livestock  have  been  unloaded 
at  a  feed-water-anu-rest  station  at 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana,  or  a  public 
stockyard,  designated  in  §  78.14  of  this 
chapter,  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  or 
Memphis.  Tennessee,  where  in  either 
case  Federal  inspection  is  made  avail¬ 
able,  or  are  moved  to  such  a  station  in 
Vicksburg,  Mississippi,  from  Louisiana, 
by  the  shortest  possible  route;  are  in¬ 
spected  by  a  Federal  inspector  at  such 
station  or  stockyard  and  found  upon 
such  inspection  to  be  free  of  any  evi¬ 
dence  of  screwworms;  then  (except  for 
livestock  moving  to  public  stockyards 
where  Federal  inspection  is  maintained 


Cleburne 


Cleveland _ 

Columbia _ 

Conway _ 

Craighead _ 

Crawford _ 

Crittenden _ 

CTross  _ 

DaUas _ 

Desha _ 

Drew  _ 

Faulkner _ 

nunklin _ 

Pulton _ 

Garland _ 

Grant  _ 

Greene _ 

Hempstead _ 

Hot  Spring _ 

Howard _ 

Independence 

Izard  _ 

Jackson _ 


Lee 

Lincoln 


UtUe  River 


Madison 


Marlon _ 

MiUer _ 

V  Mississippi  . 

Monroe  _ 

Montgomery 

Nevada  _ 

Newton 


Ouachita 


Perry  „„ 
PhUUps  __ 

Pike _ 

Poinsett 

Polk _ 

Pope _ 

Prairie _ 

Pulaski _ 

Randolph 
St.  Francis 


Scott  ... 

Searcy  _ 

Sebastian 

Sevier _ 

Sharp _ 

Stone _ 

Union _ 
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iir#«iDhis,  Tennessee,  as  designated  in  64,  approximately  0.3  mile  west  of  the  The  foregoing  amendments  shall  be- 
M  ^a)  of  chapter)  are  thor-  Mississippi  River  levee  and  the  Arkansas  come  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
I  hiv  treated  at  such  station  or  stock-  State  Police  Vehicle  Weighing  Station.  Federal  Register. 

STwith  a  14.  Section  83.10  is  further  amended 

JJJScide  under  the  by  deleting  paragraph  (b). 

^Stor;  and  15.  Section  83.11  is  amended  to  read 

in  accordance  with  §  83.9(a)  and  follows- 
SfiSompanled  to  destination  by  such  ^  loiiows. 

P^tiflcate  or  §  83.11  Approved  treatments. 

,  •  •  •  •  The  Department  has  authorized  the 

M  Except  as  authorized  under  §  83.12,  application  of  “EQ  335”  or  “Smear  62” 

UvMtock  shall  be  moved  by  water  or  as  an  approved  treatment  for  wounds  of 
"fr  carrier  interstate,  into  or  through  livestock  under  this  part.  Other  wovmd 
nv  DMt  ot  the  eradication  area  from  treatments  may  be  permitted  by  an  in- 
California,  Louisiana,  New  specter  in  accordance  with  Division 
SSjo  Texas,  or  Puerto  Rico  at  any  policy. 

5ne  OT  from  Arkansas  during  the  period 
ilay’l  to  November  30,  both  inclusive  of 
gnyyear,  •  *  * 

83.8  [Amendment] 

9  Section  83.8  is  amended  by  deleting 
to  the  heading  the  words  “or  northern 
part  of  Florida”;  by  deleting  in  para- 
mph  (a)  the  words  “or  from  the  north- 
part  of  Florida  at'  any  time,”;  and 
by  deleting  in  paragraph  (d)  the  words 
“except  the  northern  part  of  Florida,”. 

10.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  83.8  is  amended 
by  dating  the  words  “public  stockyard 
designated  in  §  78.14(a)  of  this  chapter, 
where  FMeral  inspection  is  maintained, 
at  Monphis,  Tennessee,”  and  inserting 
to  Ueu.thereof  the  words  “public  stock¬ 
yard  where  Federal  inspection  is  main¬ 
tained  at  Memphis,  Tennessee,  as 
designated  in  §  78.14(a)  of  this 
chapter,”. 

§  83.9  [Amendment]  ^ 

11.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  83  9  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  words  “or  (b)”;  and  by 
deleting  the  word  “spray”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “pesticide, 
when  required”. 

12.  Section  83.9  is  further  amended  by 
deleting  the  words  “or  (b)”  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c),  and  by  deleting  the 
words  “or  the  northern  part  of  Florida” 
in  paragraph  (d). 

13.  The  introductory  portion  of  para- 
graiA  (a)  of  §  83.10  preceding  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  is  amended;  subparagraph 
^(13)  of  said  paragraph  (a)  as  deleted 
and  a  new  subparagraph  (13)  added,  to 
read  respectively  as  follows: 

S  83.10  Designation  of  inspection  sta¬ 
tions. 

(a)  The  following  places  along  the 
eastern  boundaries  of  Arkansas  and  Lou¬ 
isiana,  the  Louisiana-Mississippl  State 
line  and  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State 
Hne,  are  designated  as  inspection  stations 
under  this  part  for  livestock  moving  by 
road  vehicle  or  on  foot,  interstate  from 
Arizona,  California,  Louisiana,  New 
Ifexico,  or  Texas  at  any  time  or  from 
AAansas  during  the  period  May  1 
through  November  30,  both  inclusive, 
into  or  through  any  part  of  the  eradica- 
ti(Mi  area: 


Chapter  III— Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  SU-WA-SS] 

[Arndt.  116] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

.  Modification 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  600.6622  of  the  regulaticms  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  to  modify  the  segmait  of 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  1522  between 
Big  Spring,  Tex.,  and  Wink,  Tex. 

Victor  1522  is  presently  designated 
between  the  Big  Spring  VOR  and  the 
Wink  VOR  via  the  Midland,  Tex.,  VOR. 
The  modification  of  Victor  1522  between 
Big  Spring  and  Wink  via  the  Wink  VOR 
066”  and  the  Big  Spring  VOR  260”  radials 
will  coincide  with  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  16  and  will  avoid  the  Midland  termi¬ 
nal  area  traffic.  The  control  areas  asso¬ 
ciated  with  Victor  1522  are  so  designated 
that  they  will  automatically  conform  to 
the  modified  airway.  Therefore,  no 
amendment  relating  to  such  control  area 
is  necessary. 

This  action  has  been  coordinated  with 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
interested  civil  aviation  organizations. 
Accordingly,  compliance  with  the  notice, 
and  public  procedures  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  have,  in  effect,  been  complied  with. 
However,  since  it  is  necessary  that  suffi¬ 
cient  time  be  allowed  to  permit  appro¬ 
priate  changes  to  be  made  on  aero¬ 
nautical  charts,  this  amendment  will 
become  effective  more  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
§  600.6622  (14  CFR,  1958  Supp..  600.6622, 
23  F.R.  10340;  24  F.R.  2231,  3871)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

In  the  text  of  §  600.6622  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  1522  (Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to 
Washington,  D.C.),  delete  “Midland, 
Tex.,  omnirange  station;  Big  Spring, 
Tex.,  onmirange  station;”  and  substitute 
therefor  “INT  of  the  Wink  VOR  066” 
with  the  Big  Spring  VOR  260”  radials; 
Big  Spring,  Tex.,  VOR;”. 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a).  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
U.S.C.  1348, 1354) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  January  14,  1960. 


(13)  The  premises  of  James  M.  Goff 
Mwi  V.  Barlow  Goff  located  in  Crittenden 
County,  Arkansas,  at  a  point  where  com- 
Wned  U.S.  Highways  70  and  79  converge 
with  combined  U.S.  Highways  61,  63,  and 
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2.  In  the  caption  of  S  601.6037  VOR 
Federal  airioay  No.  37  control  areas 
(.Savannah,  Ga.,  to  Erie,  Pa.),  delete 
** (Savannah,  Ga.,  to  Erie,  Pa.) and  sub¬ 
stitute  therefor  ‘'(Savannah,  Ga.,  to 
Hager sville,  Ontario) 

(Secs.  307(s).  313(a).  72  Stat.  749,  752;  49 
UJ3.C.  1348,  1354) 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  January  14.  1960. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1959.^ 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.B.  Doc.  59-10362;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-114] 
[Arndt.  93] 


(14  CPR,  1958  Supp.,  601.6232) 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  600.6232  is  amended  to  read- 

'  §  600.6232  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 

(Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  Somerset,  pj)*  > 

Prom  the  Sandusky,  Ohio,  VOR  ^ 
INT  of  the  Cleveland.  Ohio.  VORoS? 
and  the  Chardon  VOR  280*  radS 
C?hardon,  Ohio,  VOR;  Fitzgerald^’ 
VOR;  Keating.  Pa.,  VOR;  MuC  S’ 
VOR;  Stroudsburg,  Pa..  VOR  to  the  Sr 
of  the  Stroudsburg  VOR  114«  ond  tlA 
Solberg,  N.J.,  VORTAC  051*  radlab.  ^ 

§  601.6232  [Amendment] 

2.  In  the  caption  of  §  601.6232  ynjl 
Federal  airway  No.  232  control  oreu 
(Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Stroudsburg, 
delete  “  (Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Stroudshun 
Pa.)."  and  substitute  therefor  “(5^ 
dusky,  Ohio,  to  Somerset,  Pa. )  /’  ' 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  72  Stat.  749  752-  to 
U.S.C.  1348, 1354)  '  ’  ** 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1.  1959. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 

.  Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[FR.  Doc.  59-10363;  Filed,  Dec.  8.  1959; 
8:46  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket’  No.  59-WA-134] 
[Arndt.  134] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

^  [Arndt.  162] 

PART  601  ^DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Extension  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

On  September  23, 1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  nile-making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  F.R.  7653)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  §§  600.6037 
and  601.6037  of  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrator  which  would  extend  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  37  from  Erie,  Pa., 
to  the  Hagersville,  Ontario,  intersection. 

As  stated  in  the  notice,  Victor  37 
presently  extends  from  Savannah,  Ga., 
to  Erie.  At  present,  traffic  from  Toronto, 
Ontario,  to  or  over  Erie  must  traverse 
lengthy  segments  of  low  frequency  air¬ 
ways,  or  be  routed  via  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
or  Buffalo,  N.Y.  Either  of  these  routes 
adds  considerably  to  the  distance  trav¬ 
eled.  The  extension  of  Victor  37  from 
Erie  to  Hagersville  via  the  Erie  VOR  005® 
radial  will  provide  a  mere  direct  route 
for  trsifific  between  Toronto  and  Erie. 
Such  action  will  result  in  Victor  37,  and 
its  associated  control  areas,  extending 
from  the  Savannah  VOR  to  the  Hagers¬ 
ville  intersection.  The  Department  of 
Transport  of  the  Canadian  Government 
agrees  to  this  extension  of  Victor  37  and 
will  act  to  designate  the  Canadian  por¬ 
tion  of  this  airway. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  perso^is  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
SS  600.6037  and  601.6037  (14  CFR,  1958 
Supp.,  600.6037,  601.6037)  are  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  600.6037  VOR  Federal  air^ 
way  No.  37  (Savannah,  Ga.,  to  Erie,  Pa.) : 

(a)  In  the  caption  delete  "(Savannah, 
Ga.,  to  Erie,  Pa.)."  and  substitute  there¬ 
for  "(Savannah,  Ga.,  to  Hagersville, 
Ontario) ." 

(h)  In  the  text  delete  “to  the  Erie, 
Pa.,  omnirange  station.”  and  substitute 
therefor  “Erie,  Pa.,  VOR;  to  the  INT  of 
the  Erie  VOR  005*  and  the  London,  On¬ 
tario,  VOR  093®  radials.” 


PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  105] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

.Extension  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
§§  600.6232  and  601.6232  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  is  to  modify 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  232. 

Victor  232  presently  extends  from  the 
County,  Ohio,  intersection  to  the 
Stroudsburg,  Pa.,  VOR.  The  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  is  extending  Victor  232 
from  the  County  intersection  to  San¬ 
dusky,  Ohio,  and  from  Stroudsburg  to 
the  Somerset,  Pa„  intersection.  The  seg¬ 
ment  between  the  County  intersection 
and  Sandusky  VOR  is  being  designated 
to  provide  a  bypass  route  for  westbound 
aircraft  overf^ing  the  Cleveland,  Ohio 
terminal  area.  The  segment  from  the 
Stroudsburg  VOR  to  the  Somerset  inter¬ 
section  is  being  designated  to  serve  as  a 
westbound  route  for  departures  from  the 
New  York  Metropolitan  area.  Such  ac¬ 
tion  will  result  in  Victor  232,  and  its 
associated  control  areas,  extending  from 
the  Sandusky  VOR  to  the  Somerset 
intersection. 

This  action  has  been  coordinated  with 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
interested  civil  aviation  organizations. 
Accordingly,  compliance  with  the  notice, 
and  public  procedures  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  have,  in  effect,  been  complied  with. 
However,  since  it  is  necessary  that  suf¬ 
ficient  time  be  allowed  to  permit  appro¬ 
priate  changes  to  be  made  on  aeronau¬ 
tical  charts,  this  amendment  will  be¬ 
come  effective  more  than  30  days  after 
publication.  , 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
§  600.6232  (24  FJl.  2230)  and  §  601.6232 


These  amendments  shall  become  effec- 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  January  14, 1960.v 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  D^ 
cember  1,  1959. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
.  Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10364;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1058; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-189] 
[Amdt.  119] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

[Arndt.  143] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Designation  of  a  Federal  Airway,  As¬ 
sociated  Control  Areas  and  Report¬ 
ing  Points 

On  September  23, 1959,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule-making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (24  F.R.  7654)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Parts  600 
%nd  601  of  the  regulations  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  designating  a  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  and  its  associated  control  areas 
from  the  McDonough,  Ga.,  VOR  to  the 
Charlotte.  N.C.,  VOR  via  the  Greenwood. 
S.C.,  VOR.  Subsequent  to  issuance  of 
the  notice,  the  Charlotte,  N.C.,  VOR  has 
been  renamed  the  Fort  Mill,  S.C.,  VOR. 

As  stated  in  the  notice,  upon  designa¬ 
tion,  this  airway  will  parallel  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  454  to  serve  as  a  dual 
airway  structure  for  movement  of  the 
large  volume  of  air  traffic  en  route  to  or 
overflying  the  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Char¬ 
lotte  terminal  areas.  Such  acti<m,w^ 
result  in  this  airway  being  designated 
from  the  McDonough  VOR  ^via  the 
Greenwood  VOR,  and  the  intersection  of 
the  Greenwood  VOR  060*  and  the  Port 
Mill  VOR  227®  radials,  to  the  Fort  Mill 
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istrator  is  to  designate  a  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  at  Rockford,  Ill. 

At  present  ther»is  no  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  designated  at  Rockford.  The 
designation  of  a  control  area  exten^on 
at  Rockford  bordered  on  the  northeast 
and  southeast  by  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  177,  on  the  south  by  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  172,  and  on  the  southwest  and 
northwest  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  63 
will  provide  controlled,  airspace  for  de¬ 
partures  from  the  Rockford  and  Janes¬ 
ville,  Wis.,  Airports.  Also,  the  Al^  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  Rockford  Airport  will  be 
in  controlled  airspace.  The  control  area 
extension  will  encompass  small  areas 
northeast,  southeast,  south  and  south¬ 
west  of  Rockford,  which  are  not  pres¬ 
ently  designated  as  controlled  airspace. 

This  action  has  been  coordinated  with 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
interested  civil  aviation  organizations. 
Accordingly,  compliance  with  the  notice, 
and  public  procedures  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  have,  in  effect,  been  complied  with. 
However,  since  it  is  necessary  that  suffi¬ 
cient  time  be  allowed  to  permit  ap¬ 
propriate  changes  to  be  made  on  aero¬ 
nautical  charts,  this  amendment  will 
bec<xne  effective  more  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  4530) 
Part  601  (14  CFR,  1958  Supp.,  Part  601) 
is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
section: 

§  601.1472  Control  area  extension 
(Rockford,  111.). 

That  airspace  bounded  on  the  north¬ 
east  and  southeast  by  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  177,  on  the  south  by  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  172,  and  on  the 
southwest  and  northwest  by  VOR  Fed¬ 
eral  airway  No.  63. 

(Secs.  S07(a).  313(a),  72  Stot.  749,  753;  49 
U.S.C.  1348, 1354) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  ejB.t.  January  14,  1960. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1959. 

D.  D.  IhoifAS, 
Director.  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[FJl.  Doc.  59-10367;  Filed.  Dec.  8.  1959; 

8:46  a.m.} 


Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  1  4  6  e  ~  CERTIFICATION  OF 
BACITRACIN  AND  BACITRACIN- 
CONTAINING  DRUGS  ^ 

Changes  in  Labeling  Requirements 
Regarding  Expiration  Date  and 
Prescription  Legend 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  59-WA-336] 
[Arndt.  140] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  AND 
POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Designation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  601  of  the  regulations  of  the  Admin- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Act*  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended;  a  statement  that  such  brochure  or  8.  Section  146e.411(a)  (2)  \s 

sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21  printed  matter  will  be  sent  on  request:  by  changing  the  clause 

U.S.C.  357,  371)  and  delegated  to  the  Provided,  however.  That  this  reference 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the  may  be  omitted  if  the  information  is  con- 

Secretary  (22  P.R.  1045,  23  F.R.  9500),  tained  in  a  circular  or  other  labeling 

the  regii^tions  for  the  certification  of  within  or  attached  to  the  package. 

bacitracin  and  bacltracln-contel^  3  g  „  i46e.403(c)  la  amended  aa 

dniga  are  amended  aa  Indicated  below;  follows' 

foi*  ^  amended  as  ^  subparagraph  (l)(iii)  is  amended 

louows.  ,  , _ by  changing  the  colon  following  the 

K  ^  amended  »of  this  section”  to  a  semicolon 

by  adduw  toereto  the  following  clai^:  remainder  of  the  aub- 

^‘Provided,  however.  That  such  expira-  division 

tion  date  may  be  omitted  from  the  ^  Subparagraph  (1)  is  further 
^e^ate  contamer  It  conteim  a  amended  bychangingtheperiodfollow- 

^  ^  subdivision  (v)  to  a  semicolon  and 

viduai  wrapper  or  container.  adding  a  new  subdivision  (vi) : 

b.  Subparagraph  (1)  is  further 

amended  by  adding  the  following  new  (vi)  The  statement  “Caution:  Federal 
subdivisions;  law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre- 

/  v  ci.  •  •  i.  j  j  ^  1-  scription,”  unless  it  is  packaged  for  dis- 

(VI)  Kit  IS  intend^  for  ^  by  man,  it  intended  solely  for 

“Caution:  F^eral  law  veterinary  use  and  is  conspicuously  so 
prohibits  dispensing  without  prescrip-  labeled 
tion.” 

(vii^  If  it  is  intended  solely  for  veter-  c.  Subparagraph  (2)  is  amended  by 
inary  use,  and  is  conspicuously  so  labeled,  deleting  subdivision  (i)  and  by  incorpo-  ' 
the  statement  “Caution:  Federal  law  rating  subdivision  (ii)  into  subparagraph 
restricts  this  drug  to  sale  by  or  on  the  (2). 

order  of  a  licensed  veterinarian.”  ,4.  Section  146e.404  (c)(1)  (ii)  is 

„  .  1  j  j  X  ‘  amended  by  changing  the  colon  follow- 

c.  Subparagraph  (2)  is  amended  to  ing  the  words  “of  this  section”  to  a  period 

read  as  follows:  deleting  the  remainder  of  the  sub- 

(2)  On  the  outside  wrapper  or  con-  division, 
tainer,  if  it  is  packaged  for  dispensing  5.  Section  146e.405(c)  is  amended  as 
and  it  is  intended  for  systemic  medi-  follows: 

cation,  the  statement  “Store  in  refrig-  a.  Subparagraph  (1)  is  amended  by 

erator  not  above  15*  C.  (59*  P.)”  or  deleting  the  word  “and”  at  th^  end  of  (i 

“Store  below  15*  C.  (59®  P.).”  ~  subdivision  (ii) ;  by  changing  the  period  law 

'  2  Section  146e  402(c)  is  amended  as  subdivision  (iii)  to  a  semicolon;  scri; 

z.  section  i4be.402(ci  is  amenaea  as  adding  a  new  subdivision  (iv) : 

follows :  c. 

a.  Subparagraph  (1)  (iv)  is  amended  (iv)  The  statement  “Caution;  Federal  dele 
by  changing  the  clause  following  the  law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre-  rati: 
words  “of  this  section”  to  read:  “Pro-  scription,”  unless  it  is  packaged  for  dis-  (2). 
vided,  however.  That  such  expiration  pensing  and  it  is  intended  solely  for  i^ 
date  may  be  omitted  from  the  immediate  veterinary  use  and  is  conspicuously  so  ame 
container  if  it  contains  a  single  dose  and  labeled.  wor 

it  is  pac^ged  in  an  individual  wrapper  ^  subparagraph  (3)  is  amended  by 
or  container;”.  deleting  subdivision  (i)  and  by  incorpo- 

^  Vi.  .  ^  •  rating  subdivision  (ii)  into  subparagraph 

amended  by  changmg  the  period  after  ^3)  ing 

subdivision  (V)  to  a  se^colon  and  add-  g*  section  146e.408(c)  is  amended  as  r 
ing  new  subdivisions  (vi)  and  (vii) :  follows* 

(vi)  If  it  is  packaged  for  ophthalmic  a.  Subparagraph  (1)  (iv)  is  amended 
use  by  humans  or  if  it  is  intended  for  by  changing  the  colon  following  the  word 
use  by  humans  and  it  contains  cortisone  “certified”  to  a  period  and  deleting  the 
or  a  derivative  or  cortisone  or  one  or  remainder  of  the  subdivision.  .  .  ^ 

more  sulfonamides,  or  one  or  more  pro-  b.  Subparagraph  (1)  is  further 
teolytic  enzymes,  the  statement  “Cau-  amended  by  changing  subdivision  (v) 
tion;  Federal  law  prohibits  dispensing  to  read  as  follows: 

cpIpIv  fr.T  vpf  <v)  The  Statement  “Warning— Not  for  the 
eri^4^i  and  R  contei^^fl^  injection"  and  the  statement  “Caution;  b, 

fvlp  Federal  law  prohibits  dispensing  without  ed  I 
sone  (9-a-fluorohydrocortisone),  the  nrpsrrintion  ”  iinlp«  it  is  nackaced  for 

aliening  and  It  is  Intended  solely  for  , 

orde?of  a  uinsed^veteriirlan."  veterinary  use  and  is  conspicuously  so 

labeled. 

c  Subparagraph  (2)  is  amended  to  ^  Subparagraph  (2)  is  amended  by  eric 
read  as  follows .  ^  deleting  subdivision  (i)  and  by  incorpo-  lab( 

(2)  On  the  outside  wrapper  or  con-  rating  subdivision  fti)  into  subparagraph  ^ 
tainer  a  reference  specifically  identify-  (2).  » 

ing  a  readily  available  medical  publica-  7.  Section  146e.409(a)  (5)  is  amended  p^j., 
tion  containing  information  (including  by  changing  the  clause  following  the  ! 
contraindications  and  possible  sensitiza-  word  “certified”  to  read:  “Provided,  how- 
tion)  adequate  for  the  use  of  such  ever.  That  such  expiration  date  may  be  ^ 
ointment  by  practitioners  licensed  by  omitted  from  the  immediate  container  if 
law  to  administer  such  drugs;  or  a  refer-  it  contains  a  single  dose  and  it  is  pack- 
•ence  to  a  brochure  or  other  printed  aged  in  an  individual  wrapper  or  affe 
matter  containing  such  information,  and  •  container.”  pub 


foUowinr^ 

words  “for  such  period  of  time”  to  reJ? 
“Provided,  however.  That  such 
tion  date  may  be  omitted  from  the  ST 
mediate  container  if  it  contains  a  sl^' 
dose  and  it  is  packaged  in  an  indivSS 
wrapper  or  container.”  ^ 

9.  Section  146e.414(a)  (2)  is  amendPH 

by  changing  the  colon  after  the 
“for  such  period  of  time”  to  a  period  ^ 
deleting  the  remainder  of  the  ^ 
sentence.  ^ 

10.  Section  146e.416(c)  (1)  (iU)  1. 

amended  by  changing  the  colon  aftw 
the  words  “for  such  period  of  ttme”  to  a 
period  and  deleting  the  remainder  of  th. 
subdivision.  ® 

11.  Section  146e.417(c)  (DdU)  j. 
amended  by  changing  the  colon  after  the 
words  “for  such  period  of  time”  to  a 
period  and  deleting  the  remainder  of  the 
subdivision. 

12.  Section  146e.418(c)  (3)  is  amended 
by  changing  the  colon  after  the  word 
‘certified”  to  a  period  and  deleting  the 
remainder  of  the  subparagraph. 

13.  Section  146e.419(c)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

a.  Subparagraph  (1)  (iii)  is  amended 
by  changing  the  colon  after  the  words  '‘<rf 
this  section”  to  a  period  and  deleting  the 
remainder  of  the  subdivision. 

b.  Subparagraph  (1)  is  furthw 
amended  by  adding  a  new  subdivigioQ 
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yiednetday* 

and  no  controversy  concerning  The  foregoing  changes  are  to  become 
such  amendments  has  been  effective  for  the  fiscal  year  1960  and  con- 
^**tered  tinue  thereafter  until  further  notice; 

All  amendments  in-  the  assessment  for  the  50,000  acres  of  In- 
.iDiration  dates  shall  become  dian  land  will  be  payable  as  provided  in 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publi-  §§  221.111  to  221.116,  inclusive. 

25^  of  this  order  in  the  Federal  Regis-  p  Haverland, 

^All  amendments  involving  place-  Director. 

***«♦  ftf  the  prescription  legend  on  imme- 

«Siers  shall  become  effective  69-10379;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

the  date  of  publication. 

ew  Ml  53  Stot.  1055,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 

Tnt^reto  or  applies  sec.  507,  59  Stat. 

2;  Mended;  21  U.S.C.357) 

Dated:  November  27,  1959. 

rsiAil  ^^erick, 

Cowmfssioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

,-o  Doc.  69-10378;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:47  a.m.] 


lowing  information  in  such  detail  as  is 
necessary  accurately  to  disclose  its  finan¬ 
cial  condition  and  operations  for  its  pre¬ 
ceding  fiscal  year : 

(a)  Assets  and  liabilities  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  and  end  of  the  fiscal  year; 

(b)  Receipts  of  any  kind  and  the 
sources  thereof ; 

(c)  Salary,  allowances,  and  other  di¬ 
rect  or  indirect  disbursements  (including 
reimbursed  expenses)  to  each  officer  and 
also  to  each  employee  who,  during  such 
fiscal  year,  received  more  than  $10,000 
in  the  aggregate  from  such  labor  organi¬ 
zation  and  any  other  labor  organization 
affiliated  with  it  or  with  which  it  is  affili¬ 
ated,  or  which  is  affiliated  with  the  same 
natidnal  or  international  labor  organi¬ 
zation; 

(d)  Direct  and  indirect  loans  made  to 
any  officer,  employee,  or  member,  which 
aggregated  more  than  $250  during  the 
fiscal  year,  together  with  a  statement  of 
the  purpose,  security,  if  any,  and  ar¬ 
rangements  for  repayment; 

(e)  Direct  and  indirect  loans  to  any 
business  enterprise,  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  purpose,  security,  if 
any,  and  arrangements  for  repasrment; 
and 

(f)  Other  disbursements  made  by  it 
including  the  purposes  thereof. 

For  purposes  of  the  report  required  by 
this  section ; 

( 1 )  Any  such  labor  organization  whose 
fiscal  year  ends  between  September  14, 
1959,  and  December  15,  1959,  both  in¬ 
clusive,  may  consider  the  portion  accru¬ 
ing  during  such  period  as  the  entire 
fiscal  year  in  making  such  report. 

(2)  The  information  required  may  be 
set  forth  on  United  States  Department 
of  Labor  Form  Rp-KF)  or  RA-1  (pre¬ 
viously  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Labor,  §  2.4  of  this  title,  for  the  financial 
report  of  labor  organizations  pursuant 
to  section  9  (f)  and  (g)  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act,  as  amended),  to¬ 
gether  with  such  supplementary  state¬ 
ments  as  may  be  necessary  to  include 
the  specific  information  required  by  this 
section  for  which  no  provision  is  made 
on  such  form. 

(3)  The  information  required  may,  to 
the  extent  that  it  is  contained  in  an  audit 
of  the  financial  condition  of  the  labor 
organization  prepared  for  dissemination 
to  its  members,  be  submitted  by  copy  of 
such  audit,  supplemented  by  such  addi¬ 
tional  statements  as  may  be  necessary 
to  include  all  the  specific  information 
required  under  this  section. 

§  403.2  Subsequent  financial  reports. 

Subsequent  financial  reports  for  each 
fiscal  year  thereafter  shall  be  filed  an¬ 
nually  with  the  Bureau  at  its  said  ad¬ 
dress,  within  90  days  after  the  end  of 
each  such  year  on  such  form  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
shall  hereafter  prescribe  and  promulgate. 

§  403.3  Personal  responsibility  of  signa¬ 
tories  of  reports. 

Each  individual  required  to  sign  a  re¬ 
port  under  201(b)  of  the  Act  and  under 
this  part  shall  be  personally  responsible 
for  the  filing  of  such  report  and  for  any 
statement  contained  therein  which  he 
knows  to  be  false. 


Chapter  fV — Bureau  of  Labor-Man¬ 
agement  Reports,  Department  of 
Labor 

PART  403— LABOR  ORGANIZATION 
ANNUAL  FINANCIAL  REPORT 

Section  201(b)  of  the  Labor-Manage¬ 
ment  Fteporting  and  Disclosure  Act  of 
1959  (Public  Law  86-257;  73  Stat.  519), 
diopter  I— Bureau  of  Indian  AfFairs,  requires  every  labor  organization  to  file 
Beoartment  of  the  Interior  annually  with  the  Secretary  of  Labor  a 

^  financial  report,  signed  by  its  President 

part  221 _ OPERATIONS  AND  and  Treasurer  or  corresponding  prin- 

MAINTENANCE  charges  cipal  officers,  containing  information  in 

the  detail  necessary  to  disclose  accurately 
Increose  in  Annual  Assessment  Rate  its  financial  condition  and  operations 
'  for  its  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Ibere  was  published  in  the  Federal  regulation  hereinafter  provided  is 

RiGism  on  October  15,  1959  (24  F.R.  designed  to  carry  out  these  statutory 
8360)  a  notice  of  intention  to  amend  provisions  with  respect  to  the  filing  and 
j  221.110  of  25  CFR  to  provide  for  an  in-  publication,  by  labor  organizations  hav- 
citase  in  the  annual  operation  and  jpg  a  fiscal  year  ending  on  or  after  Sep- 
maintenance  assessment  rate  from  $3.85  tember  14,  1959,  and  prior  to  December 
per  acre  to  $4.25  per  acre  on  the  Indian  31^  1959,  of  the  report  required  by  scc- 
landsof  the  San  Carlos  Project,  Arizona,  tion  201(b)  of  the  Act. 

Interested  persons  were  given  an  op-  Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the 
pwlunity  to  present  their  views,  argu-  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat. 
ments  and  data  concerning  the  pro-  238;  5  U.S.C.  1003),  and  under  authority 
posed  amendment  to  the  A^a  Director,  qj  section  201(b)  and  section  208  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  P.<p.  7007,  Labor-Management  Reporting  and  Dis- 

Fhoenix,  Arizona,  within  thirty  days  of  closure  Act  of  1959  (Public  Law  86-257; 
the  date  of  publication  of  the  notice  in  73  stat.  519)  and  R.S.  161  (5  U.S.C.  22), 
the  Federal  Register.  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 

No  protests  to  the  proposed  amend-  jg  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto 
ment  were  received.  The  .  proposed  pait  403  to  read  as  follows: 
amendment  to  §  221.110  is  hereby  adopted 

as  set  forth  below:  . . . . . 


§221.110  Basic  charge. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1905  (33  Stat. 
1081)  as  amended  and  supplemented  by 
the  acts  of  August  24, 1912  (37  Stat.  522), 
August  1,  1914  (38  Stat.  583,  25  U.S.C. 
385),  section  5  of  the  act  of  June  7,  1924 
(43  Stat.  476),  March' 7,  1928  (45  Stat. 
210.  Title  25  U.S.C.  387),  and  the  act  of 
Augusts,  1937  (50  Stat.  577) ,  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  May  9,  1938  (52  Stat.  291- 
305).  and  in  accordance  with  the  public 
notice  issued  on  December  1, 1932,  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  charges  are  as- 
*ssable  against  the  50,000  acres  of  tribal, 
lands  and  trust  patent  Indian  lands  of 
tl»  San  Carlos  Indian  irrigation  project 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  Pima  Indian 
Beservation,  Arizona,  and  the  basic  rate 
Moessed  for  the  calendar  year  1960  and 
the  subsequent  years  unless  changed  by 
™ther  order,  is  hereby  fixed  at  $4,25 
per  acre.  Such  rate  shall  entitle  each 
of  land  to  have  delivered  for  use 
“ereon  two  (2)  acre -feet  of  water  per 
or  its  proportionate  share  of  the 
ETailable  water  supply. 

No.  239 - 2 
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§  403.4  Maintenance  and  retention  of 
records. 

Every  person  required  to  file  any  re¬ 
port  under  this  part  shall  maintain  rec¬ 
ords  on  the  matters  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  which  will  provide  in  sufficient 
detail  the  necessary  basic  information 
and  data  from  which  the  documents  filed 
with  the  Bureau  may  be  verified,  ex¬ 
plained  or  clarified,  and  checked  for 
accuracy  and  completeness,  and  shall 
include  vouchers,  worteheets,  receipts, 
and  applicable  resolutions,  and  shall 
keep  such  records  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  five 
years  after  the  filing  of  the  documents 
based  on  the  information  which  they 
contain. 

§  403.5  Dissemination  and  verification 
of  reports. 

'  Every  labor  organization  required  to 
submit  a  report  under  section  201(b)  of 
the  Act  and  under  this  part  shall  make 
available  to  all  its  members  the  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  be  contained  in  such 
report,  and  every  such  labor  organiza¬ 
tion  and  its  officers  shall  be  imder  a  duty 
to  permit  such  member  for  just  cause  to 
examine  any  books,  records,  and  ac¬ 
counts  necessary  to  verify  such  report. 

§  403.6  Attorney-client  communications 
exempted. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  part  shall 
be  construed  to  require  an  attorney  who 
is  a  member  in  good  standing  of  the  bar 
of  any  State,  to  include  in  any  report 
required  to  be  filed  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  201(b)  of  the  Act,  and 
of  this  part,  any  information  which  was 
lawfully  communicated  to  such  attorney 
by  any  of  his  clients  in  the  course  of  a 
legitimate  attorney-client  relationship. 

§  403.7  Publication  of  reports  required 
by  this  part. 

Inspection  and  examination  of  any 
report  or  other  document  filed  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  201(b)  of  the  Act  and 
by  the  provisions  of  this  part,  and  the 
furnishing  by  the  Bureau  of  copies 
thereof  to  any  person  requesting  them, 
shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of 
Part  407  of  this  chapter. 

Since  the  form  and  publication  of  the 
report  prescribed  in  this  part  follow  the 
form  and  publication  requirements  of 
section  201(b)  of  the  Act,  the  remaining 
regulations  only  declaring  provisions  of 
the  Act  applicable  thereto,  and,  it  ap¬ 
pearing  that  the  initial  annual  financial 
reports  of  a  substantial  number  of  labor 
oi^anizations  are  required  to  be  filed 
within  approximately  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  regulation.  I  find  that  notice, 
public  procedure  thereon  and  delayed 
effective  date  otherwise  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  are  unnecessary  and 
impractical,  and  good  cause  therefor  ex¬ 
isting,  the  regulations  in  this  part,  as 
authorized  by  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  are  made  effective  upon  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  December  1959. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[P.R.  Doc.  59-10446;  Filed.  Dec.  8.  1959; 

8:51  a.m.J 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  B— MILITARY  PERSONNEL 

[CGFR  59-52] 

part  40— cadets  of  the  coast 

GUARD 

Eyes  and  Vision 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  by  Treasury  Department  Order 
Number  167-18  dated  December  8,  1955 
(21  F.R.  39)  to  promulgate  regulations  in 
accordance  with  14  U.S.C.  182,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment  is  prescribed  and 
shall  become  effective  upon  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  document  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

1.  Subparagraph  (1)  of  paragraph  (f) 
of  §  40.9  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(1)  For  appointment  as  a  cadet  in  the 
Coast  Guard  a  minimum  uncorrected 
visual  acuity  of  20/30  each  eye  is  ac¬ 
ceptable  provided  that  vision  is  correct- 
ible  to  20/20  each  eye  and  that  refrac¬ 
tion  by  an  ophthalmologist  reports  eye 
grounds  free  from  disease  with  no  indi¬ 
cation  of  an  accelerated  progression 
toward  further  decreased  visual  acuity. 
Refraction  is  not  required  where  the 
vision  in  each  eye  is  20/20  uncorrected, 
unless  medically  indicated. 

Dated:  December  3,  1959. 

[seal]  J.  a.  Hirshpield,^ 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandmant. 

(F.R.  Doc.  59-10397;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  12738:  PCC  59-1233] 

PART  16— LAND  TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO  SERVICES 

Limited  Use  of  Certain  Frequencies 

1.  On  January  21,  1959,  the  Comis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  28,  1959  (24  F.R. 
605).  The  Commission  in  that  Notice 
proposed  to  amend  §  16.252  of  its  rules  to 
limit  the  use  of  any  frequency  in  the 
band  30-50  Me  by  stations  in  the  Motor 
Carrier  Radio  Service,  to  the  single-fre¬ 
quency  method  of  operation,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  only  one  frequency  in  that  band 
be  assigned  to  the  base  and  mobile  sta¬ 
tion  of  any  applicant  in  that  service,  ex¬ 
cept  on  a  satisfactory  showing  that  the 
assignment  of  an  additional  frequency 
is  essential  to  the  operation  of  the  trans¬ 
portation  system  involved. 

2.  The  time  allowed  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  in  this  matter  has  expired.  De¬ 
tailed  comments  were  receiv^  from  the 
American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc. 
(ATA)  and  the  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (GE) .  Letters  in  opposition  to  the 


Commission’s  proposal  were  recN.^ 
from  Lapp  Express  Co.,  Inc.,  aniio  ? 
Heilman,  Inc.  No  reply  comments 
received. 

3.  Although  ATA  had  previousLv  ^ 
quested  in  another  proceeding 

No.  12169)  that  certain  fr^endMU 
paired  to  provide  a  uniform 
two-frequency  operations,  the  lii 
changes  proposed  in  the  instant  proceM* 
ing  appeared  to  the  Commission 
desirable  for  the  following  reasons-  (u 
a  large  percentage  of  aU  reported  inili 
f  erence  cases  in  the  Motor  Carrie  rS 
Service  involved  the  two-frequ^ 
method  of  operation  and  stemmed  from 
the  lack  of  adequate  monitoring  faJ 
ties  of  such  systems  necessary  to  make 
the  instantaneous  determinations  oi 
channel  occupancy;  (2)  the  two-fr^ 
quency  method  of  operation  cuts  in  half 
the  number  of  interference-free  systems 
that  may  be  operated  with  a  given  num. 
ber  of  frequencies  in  a  single  area;  and 
(3)  while  the  designation  of  specific 
pairs  for  two-frequency  operation  may 
eliminate  some  interference,  not  aU 
licensees  will  desire  to  use  this  method  of 
operation  and  accordingly  other  inter- 
ference  problems  might  result  from 
mixed  single-frequency  and  two-fre¬ 
quency  operation.  The  Commission’s 
Notice  specifically  requested  operatiwml 
data  regarding  the  comparative  efflciwicy 
of  communications  by  the  single-fre¬ 
quency  method  of  operation,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  two-frequency  method  of 
OF>eration,  in  the  43.85-44.45  Me  band 
where  true  duplex  operation  is  not 
feasible. 

4.  Both  GE  and  ATA  contend  that  in 
certain  instances  the  two-frequency 
method  of  operation  may  provide  ad¬ 
vantages  over  the  ’  single-frequemy 
method  and  that  the  principal  factor  in 
determining  the  most  desirable  system 
in  a  given  geographical  area  appears  to 
be  the  number  of  co-channel  sta¬ 
tions  in  such  area.  The  reasons  given  i 
in  support  of  this  conclusion  are;  (1) 
the  single-frequency  method  requires 
greater  gei^raphical  separation  between 
base  stations  operating  on  adjaemt 
channels,  (2)  the  two-frequency  method 
of  operation  reduces  the  amount  of  dis¬ 
ruptive  interference,  including  skip 
interference,  to  communications  and 
thereby  permits  the  greater  use  of  the 
communication  system  or  the  operatiem 
of  additional  systems  on  the  same  chan¬ 
nel  in  a  given  area,  and  (3)  the  two-fre¬ 
quency  method  of  operation  may  prove 
more  efficient  from  the  standpoint  of 
trucking  operations  in  that  a  base  station 
operator  may,  in  the  case  of  a  number  (rf 
mobile  units  transmitting  simultane¬ 
ously,  communicate  with  any  one  such 
unit  having  a  communication  of  greats 
urgency.  In  addition,  it  was  pointed  out 
that  the  two-frequency  method  of  opera¬ 
tion  eliminates  mobile-to-mobile  com¬ 
munications  which  truckers  find  un¬ 
necessary  or  undesirable  in  some  cases. 

5.  Upon  further  consideration  of  its 
original  proposal,  the  comments  filed  in 
this  proceeding,  and  other  information 
available  to  it,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  limited  two-frequency  operation  in 
the  band  30-50  Me  would  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  for  the  following  reasons;  (D 
it  may  eliminate  “base-to-base”  station 
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tprference  between  stations  of  different  limited  two-frequency  operation  con 
or  base  stations  of  the  same  sys-  templated,  (2)  the  use  of  the  base  sta^ 
S^o^in interference  range,  and  (2)  it  tion  frequency  of  a  particular  frequency' 
^  permit  grouping  of  base  stations  -  pair  by  the  mobile  station  in  those  casei 
^atl^  on  adjacent  channels  within  where  single-frequency  operation  ii 
®wnparatlvely  small  or  limited  geo-  desired,  thus  leaving  a  total  of  twent: 
JJ^ical  area  without  desensitization  or  five  frequencies  available  for  the  singb 
ShCT  degrading  effects  on  the  receivers  frequency  method,  (3)  maximum  fre- 
?^iated  with  such  base  stations.  In  quency  separation  between  the  frequen 
Inching  this  conclusion  the  Commission  cies  of  each  pair,  and  (4)  operation  o: 
hMghW  consideration  to  the  fact  that  single  and  two-frequency  systems  withir 
the  ^cient  use  of  trucking  facilities  specified  portions  of  the  frequency  band 
irithin  a  highly  industralized  area,  in-  since  interspersal  appears  basically  un- 
TDlving  the  use  of  several  closely  spaced  desirable  from  an  engineering  stand- 
terminals,  might  well  require  different  point.  . 

ygdio  communication  techniques  than  g.  Additionally  the  rule  amendmenti 
for  truckers  operating  from  widely  sepa-  provide  that  licensees  operating  on  f re- 
rated  terminals  in  less  populated  areas,  quencies  not  in  accordance  with  th< 

tf.  Plans  providing  for  the  pairing  changes  ordered  herein,  may  be  author- 
of  frequencies  for  the  two-fr^uency  ized  to  continue  the  use  of  these  fre- 
inethod  of  operation  were  submitted  by  quencies  imtil  not  later  than  Novembei 
ATAandGE.  The  GE  plan,  which  pro-  i,  1963.  This  appears  desirable  since  i 
poeki  a  total  of  six  pairs  of  frequencies  substantial  number  of  such  licensees  ar< 
{elected  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide  operating  on  the  previously  availabh 
for  the  maximum  frequency  separation  “primary”  frequencies  under  provision! 
between  frequencies  of  the  respective  which  authorize  the  continued  use,  unti 
pairs,  appears  to  be  based  on  sound  en-  November  1,  1963,  of  equipment  noi 
gioeering  considerations  and  equipment  meeting  in  all  respects  the  narrow-bam 
technical  operating  requirements.  On  technical  standards  provided  the  licensee 
the  other  hand  the  plan  submitted  by  does  not  change  frequencies.  However 
ATA,  which  proposed  a  total  of  five  fre-  the  Commission  wishes  to  point  out  tha' 
quency-pairs,  appears  to  be  based  mainly  although  licensees  are  not  required  b3 
on  economic  considerations  requiring  a  this  order  to  bring  their  systems  int( 
minimum  dislocation  of  present  licensees,  conformity  with  the  table  of  frequenciei 
in  that  the  plan  proposed  the  pairing  of  and  other  provisions  of  §  16.252(d)  unti 
those  frequencies  which  are  most  com-  November  1,  1963,  it  strongly  recem- 
monly  used  by  licensees  presently  em-  mends  that  licensees  comply  at  an  earliei 
ploying  the  two-frequency  method  of  date  in  order  to  take  immediate  advan- 
operation.  Further,  this  plan  does  not  tage  of  the  benefits  to  be  derived  froir 
make  use  of  either  the  newly  available  the  amendments  ordered  herein. 

“qjlit”  frequencies  or  the  additional  fre-  9.  There  remains  one  further  point  foi 
quency  space  resulting  from  the  Com-  consideration.  The  Commission’s  Notice 
mission’s  action  in  Docket  No.  12169  so  in  this  matter  proposed  that  all  motoi 
as  to  obtain  the  maximum  separation  carriers,  including  carriers  of  passen- 
between  the  base  and  mobile  frequencies  gers,  be  limited  to  the  single -frequency 
of  the  respective  pairs.  It  is  the  Com-  method  of  operation.  No  comment! 
mission’s  opinion  that  such  maximum  were  received  from  urban  or  interurbai 
frequency  separation  is  necessary  to  keep  carriers  of  passengers  either  in  suppor' 
desensitization  or  other  degrading  ef-  ©f  or  in  opposition  to  the  Commission’! 
fects  to  a  minimum  on  receivers  asso-  proposal.  However,  since  no  report  o: 
dated  with  base  stations  employing  the  interference  due  to  the  two-frequenc3 
two-frequency  method  of  operation  and  method  of  operation  has  been  brought  t< 
thereby  provide  for  the  operation  of  a  the  Commission’s  attention  by  those  in- 
greater'  ntmber  of  such  systerns  in  a  dustries  and  the  fact  that  such  type  ol 
given  area.  In  the  proposed  pairing  of  operation  is  engaged  in  only  to  a  ver3 
frequencies,  the  ATA  plan,  unlike  the  limited  extent,  the  Commission  believes 
plan  submitted  by  GE,  provides  for  the  that  no  substantial  benefit  would  be  de¬ 
use  of  the  base  station  frequency  of  the  rived  from  adopting  a  specific  restric- 
frequency  pairs  by  niobile  units,  thus  in  tion  against  the  use  of  frequencies  in  th( 
effect  making  additional  frequencies  30-50  Me  band  for  the  two-frequenc3 
available  for  the  single-frequency  meth-  method  of  operation  by  motor  carriers 
od  of  operation  in  those  areas  where  of  passengers.  Accordingly,  the  Corn- 
desired.  Because  of  the  difference  in  mission  is  not  adopting  that  part  of  its 
power  normally  employed  by  base  and  proposal  which  would  restrict  such  li- 
mobile  stations  respectively,  such  ar-  censees  to  the  use  of  the  single-fre- 
rangement  would  in  general  result  in  quency  method  of  operation. 

^tantially  less  interference  to  other  jq.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com- 
using  the  same  frequency  for  „,33i  the  public  Interest 

using  only  the  base  station  frequency.  herein  ordered 

7.  Accordingly  the  Commission  is  Authority  for  these  amendments  is  con- 
adopting  a  pattern  of  frequency  assign-  tained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  th< 
ments  which  among  other  things  pro-  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended 
▼ides  for;  (l)  a  total  of  five  frequency-  Accordingly;  7f  is  ordered, 'That,  effectiv< 
pairs,  which  is  believed  adequate  for  the  Fe’oruary  1,  1960,  §  16.252  of  Part  16 


(d)  The  frequencies  and  frequency- 
pairs  set  forth  in  the  tables  contained  in 
this  paragraph  are  .available  to  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Radio  Service  for  assignment 
to  Base  and  Mobile  stations  of  common 
or  contract  carriers  of  property  operat¬ 
ing  between  urban  areas:  Provided,  That 
each  application  for  assignment  of  any 
of  these  frequencies  shall  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  signed  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  in  which  it  is  agreed  (1)  that  any 
authorization  for  the  use  of  such  fre¬ 
quencies  will  be  accepted  with  the  ex¬ 
press  understanding  of  the  applicant 
that  such  frequencies  are  shared  with 
other  licensees  and  may  be  subject  to  in¬ 
terference,  both  local  and  long  range, 
and  (2)  that  no  more  than  the  minimum 
power  or  antenna  height  required  for 
the  satisfactory  technical  operation  of 
the  system  will  be  employed,  commensu¬ 
rate  with  the  area  to  be  served  and  the 
local  conditions  affecting  radio  trans¬ 
mission  and  reception.  However,  only 
one  of  these  frequencies  or  frequency 
pairs  may  be  assigned  to  the  stations  of 
a  licensee  operated  in  a  given  area  ex¬ 
cept  upon  a  showing  satisfactory  to  the 
Commission  that  the  assignment  of  an 
additional  frequency  or  frequency  pair 
is  essential  to  the  operation  of  the  trans¬ 
portation  system  involved. 

SiNGU:  Freqttencies  <. 

Base  and  Mobile 

4 

Me  Me  Mo  Me 

43.96 1  44.10  44.24  1  44.38* 

43.98  44.12*  44.26  44.40** 

44.00*  44.14  44.28*  44.42* 

44.02  44.16  *  44.30  44.44** 

44.04  *  44.18  44.32  * 

44.06  44.20  *  44.34 

44.08  *  44.22  44.36  *  * 

Frequency  Pairs 

Base  only  *  Mobile  only 

Me  Me 

44.36  *  43.86 

44.38  43.88* 

44.40  *  43.90 

44.42  43.92* 

44.44  *  43.94 

*  Secondary  frequency,  see  §  16.8. 

*  These  frequencies  are  available  to  base 
and  mobile  stations  for  the  single-frequency 
method  of  operation,  or  to  base  stations  for 
the  two-frequency  method  of  operation. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  308,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  n.S.C.  303) 

[FJl.  Doc.  59-10399;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:50  a.m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service 

17  CFR  Part  817  1 

REQUIREMENTS  RELATING  TO  BRING¬ 
ING  OR  IMPORTING  SUGAR  OR 
LIQUID  SUGAR  INTO  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  UNITED  STATES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  pursuant  to  author¬ 
ity  vested  in  him  by  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended  (61  Stat.  922,  as 
amended)  is  considering  amendment  of 
Sugar  Regulation  817  (23  F.R.  671,  24 
PJt.  6614). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views  or  arguments  for  consid¬ 
eration  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
regulation  shall  file  the  same  in  dupli¬ 
cate  with  the  Director  of  the  Sugar  Di¬ 
vision.  Commodity  Stabilization  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Washington  25,  D.C..  not  later  than 
10  days  after  the  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  ttie  Federal  Register. 

-  Purpose  of  amendment.  This  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  S.R.  817,  Rev.  2,  is 
for  the  purpo^s  of:  (1)  Correcting  ref¬ 
erences  to  the*  continental  United  States 
to  include  rather  than  exclude  Alaska, 
(2)  changing  the  procedural  require¬ 
ment  to  provide  that  importers  of  sugar 
must  at  all  times  during  the  year' apply 
for  and  secure  authorization  by  the  S^- 
retary  before  Collectors  of  Customs  can 
release  sugar  imported  from  any  country 
or  area  for  continental  United  States 
consumption,  (3)  clarifying  that  part  of 
the  regulation  relating  to  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  order  of  eligibility  of  appli¬ 
cations  for  authorization  for  the  release 
of  sugar,  and  (4)  changing  references  in 
the  regulation  to  make  them  consistent 
with  other  proposed  revisions. 

Section  4  of  Public  Law  86-70,  86th 
Congress,  approved  June  25,  1959,  fur¬ 
ther  amended  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended,  to  define  the  continental 
United  States  to  include  the  49  States 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Thus,  the 
State  of  Alaska  is  included  as  a  part 
of  the  continental  United  States  and 
the  provisions  of  Sugar  Regulation  817 
relating  to  the  importation  of  sugar  into 
the  continental  United  States  must  be 
made  applicable  to  sugar  imported  or 
brou^t  into  Alaska.  The  amendments 
as  proposed  herein  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
S  817.1  and  to  paragraphs  (g)  and  (h) 
of  §  817.2  would  accomplish  this  objec¬ 
tive. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  817.5  provides  that 
imtil  a  notice  is  issued  that  80  percent 
of  the  applicable  quota  is  filled  or,  in 
the  absence  of  such  a  notice,  until  Au¬ 
gust  31,  of  any  year.  Collectors  of  Cus- 
tcHns  may  release  sugar  imported  from 
certain  specified  areas  without  prior  au¬ 
thorization  by  the  Secretary.  On  ship¬ 
ments  of  sugar  so  released  the  applica¬ 
tions  required  by  S  817.4  are  submitted 


by  the  importers  to  the  appropriate  Col¬ 
lector  of  Customs  who  in  turn  transmits 
copies  to  the  Department  for  quota  ac¬ 
counting  purposes.  With  this  method  of 
quota  clearance  and  accounting,  quanti¬ 
ties  of  sugar  imported  are  not  recorded 
as  charged  to  the  applicable  quota  for 
as  much  as  two  to  three  weeks  after 
the  sugar  arrives  in  the  continental 
United  States.  Thus,  until  the  quotas 
for  these  areas  are  80  percent  filled  or 
until  August  31  of  any  year,  the  quota 
accounts  for  these  areas  do  not  fully 
reveal  the  quantity  of  sugar  imported 
within  quotas  and  the  quantities  shipped 
from  the  areas  of  origin  for  importation 
within  the  quota. 

By  requiring  prior  authorization  by 
the  Secretary  for  release  of  sugar  from 
all  areas,  as  herein  proposed,  shipments 
of  sugar  can  be  recorded  as  charged  to 
the  quota  as  much  as  five  days  prior  to 
the  date  of  shipment  from  the  area  of 
origin.  In  this  way  all  quota  accounts 
would  at  all  times  reflect  the  entire  quan¬ 
tity  impKirted  within  the  quota,  and,  to 
the  extent  that  importers  apply  for  quota 
clearance  as  much  as  five  days  before 
shipment,  as  the  regulation  permits, 
charges  to  quotas  would  also  reflect  the 
quantities  of  sugar  enroute  to  the  United 
States  for  importation  within  quotas. 
Making  this  additional  information 
available  to  importers  should  help  to 
avoid  the  shipment  of  quantities  of 
sugar  in  excess  of  quotas.  The  proposed 
amendment  to  §  817.5  would  make  the 
procedural  requirements  the  same  for 
sugar  from  all  areas  and  throughout  the 
year— 

The  proposed  changes  in  §§817,4, 
817.7,  817.8  and  817.9  merely  make  ap¬ 
propriate  changes  necessitated  by  the 
change  in  §  817.5. 

The  proposed  change  §  817.6  is  to 
clarify  the  order  in  which  applications 
become  eligible  for  authorization. 

The  proposed  amendment  of  Sugar 
Regulation  817,  Rev.  2  (23  F.R.  671;  24 
F.R.  6614),  if  made,  would  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  817.1  is  amended 
to  read: 

§  817.1  Purposes  and  persons  affected. 

(a)  The  regulations  in  this  part  estab¬ 
lish.  imder  authority  contained  in  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (61  Stat. 
922,  as  amended) ,  the  procedures  appli¬ 
cable  to  (1)  imp>orting  sugar  and  liquid 
sugar  into  the  continental  United  States 
(including  Alaska)  from  all  domestic 
offshore  areas  and  all  foreign  countries 
and  (2)  reporting  the  evaluation  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  Part  810  of  this  chapter  and 
the  subsequent  processing  and  movement 
of  such  sugar  and  liquid  sugar. 

2.  Paragraphs  (g)  and  (h)  of  §  817.2 
are  amended  to  read : 

§  817.2  Definitions* 

•  *  •  *  *  • 

(g)  The  terms  “import,’*  “importa¬ 
tion”  and  “importing”  mean  the  act  of 
bringing  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  into  the 


continental  United  States  (Includin. 
Alaska)  from  either  an  insular  dom^ 
area  or  a  foreign  country. 

(h)  The  term  “importer"  means  anv 
person  who  brings  or  imports  sugar  » 
liquid  sugar  into  the  continental  UnitS 
States  (including  Alaska) ,  including  bS 
not  limited  to  the  owner,  consignor,  con¬ 
signee,  transferee  or  purchaser  of  such 
sugar  or  the  broker  acting  on  behalf  trf 
such  person. 

3.  Paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  §8174 
are  amended  to  read : 

§  817.4  Application  by  importer. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(c)  The  application  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Sugar  Division  for  action 
and  upon  authorization  by  the  Secretary 
shall  be  transmitted  to  the  appropriate 
Collector. 

(d)  The  specific  authorization  by  the 
Secretary  required  pursuant  to  §817.5 
may  be  issued  prior  to  the  receipt  of  an 
application  on  appropriate  c<g)ies  of  the 
“Sugar  Quota  Clearance  Record”:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  all  of  the  information  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  is  transmitted  to  the  Sugar  Divi¬ 
sion  by  telegram  and  such  advance 
authorization  is  necessary  to  avoid  delay 
in  the  delivei*y  of  the  sugar. 

4.  §  817.5  is  amended  to  read: 

§  817.5  Release  by  a  Collector. 

A  Collector  of  Customs  may  release 
sugar  or  liquid  sugar  imported  fr(xn  any 
area  for  any  purpose  only  upon  specific 
authorization  by  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  §  817.6  with  respect  to  each  applica¬ 
tion,  except  that  the  quantities  for  which 
no  application  is  required  pursuant  to 
§  817.3  may  be  released  by  a  Collector  at 
any  time. 

5.  Paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  §817.6 
are  amended  to  read : 

§  817.6  Specific  authorization  for  re¬ 
lease. 

*  •  *  •  #  . 

(b)  Order  of  eligibility  for  authoriza- 
tion.  An  application  for  the  release  of 
sugar  shall  become  eligible  for  authoriza¬ 
tion  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.  on  the  fifth 
calendar  day  prior  to  the  date  stated  on 
the  application  as  the  date  of  departure 
of  the  shipment  of  sugar  from  the  area 
of  origin  or  at  the  time  of  receipt  of  the 
application,  whichever  time  occurs  later. 
ITie  Secretary  shall  authorize  for  release 
by  the  Collector  sugar  within  an  appli¬ 
cable  quota  or  allotment  in  the  same 
order  in  which  the  applications  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  same  quota  or  allotment 
become  eligible  for  authorization:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  if  two  or  more  applications 
pertaining  to  the  same  quota  or  allot¬ 
ment  become  eligible  at  the  same  time 
and  the  quantity  which  may  be  author¬ 
ized  within  the  imused  quota  or  allot¬ 
ment  balance  is  less  than  the  sum  of  the 
applied  for  quantities,  the  quantity 
authorized  for  each  application  shall 
be  in  the  same  proportion  to  the  quantity 
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h  may  be  authorized  wiUun  the  un-  Won  shall  be  applied  to  the  applicable 
or  allotment  as  the  quantity  quota  and  allotment  in  effect  for  the 
listed  on  each  such  application  is  to  year  in  which  the  importation  occurred 
of  the  quantities  requested  on  after  all  importations  made  in  accord- 
««^applications.  ance  with  the  regulations  of  this  part 

(^Substitution.  Release  of  a  quan-  to  which  the  same  quota  and  allotment 
sugar  or  liquid  sugar  subject  to  a  were  applicable  have  been 
or  allotment  may  be  authorized  by  thereto. 

2f*A!cretary  after  such  quota  or  allot- 
been  ffHed:  Provided.  That,  an 
L^ent  quanUty  of  sugar  or  liquid 
previously  released  pursuant  to 
11176  within  the  same  quota  or  allot- 
has  been  delivered  into  the  custody 
»  collector.  The  Collector  shall 
JeUin  custody  of  such  equivalent  quan- 
t^of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  in  occord- 
Joce  with  5  817.3(e)  until  released  pur- 
gusntto  5  817.5. 

§817.6  [Amendnienll 
6  Paragraph  (g)  of  §  817.6  Interpre¬ 
tations  is  hereby  rescinded. 

7.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  817.7  is  amended 

to 

§817.7  Applicubir  quota  uiitl  ulluliuriil. 


Florence  segment  of  Victor  3  and  tlie 
Ailcndale-Florince  segment  of  Victor 
157  via  a  VOR  to  be  installed  approxi¬ 
mately  March  IS,  1060,  near  Vance.  8.C., 
at  latitude  33*28'2r'  N.,  longitude 
80*26'51"  W.  It  is  also  proposed  to 
applied  realign  Victor  3  east  alternate  between 
Florence  and  Raleigh  via  a  VOR  to  be 
.  n  Installed  approximately  March  IS.  1960, 
near  Fayetteville.  N.C.,  at  laUtude 
34'59'09"  W..  longitude  78*62'24"  N. 
>iirpoM‘«  >■  These  modifications  would  provide  more 
uiiiN.  precise  navigational  guidance  on  these 
'equire-  Ainvay  segments.  Concurrent  with  this 
tlie  ap-  action,  it  is  proposed  to  realign  VOR 
on  and  Federal  airway  No.  53  from  Columbia, 
cd  pur-  ^  Charleston.  S.C..  via  the  Colum- 

to  the  VOR  152*  and  the  Charleston  VOR 
d  sugar  300*  radials  and  to  realign  VOR  Federal 
s  sped-  airway.  No.  18  south  alternate  from 
ct  on  a^  Allendale  to  Charle.ston  via  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  Allendale  VOR  119*  and 
the  Charleston  262*  radials.  The  St. 
Oeorge  intersection,  (intersection  of  Vic¬ 
tor  3  and  Victor  53),  would  thereby  be 
relocated  approximately  2  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  present  location.  The  Ritter 
intersection,  (intersection  of  Victor  188 
and  Victor  3).  would  thereby  be  relo¬ 
cated  approximately  1  mile  east  of  the 
present  location.  These  actions  would 
be  necessary  in  order  to  retain  these  in¬ 
tersections  as  reporting  points  on  Victor 
3  for  air  traffic  management  purposes. 
The  control  areas  associated  with  VOR 
Federal  airways  No.  3,  18,  53,  and  157 
arc  so  designated  that  they  will  auto¬ 
matically  conform  to  the  modified  air¬ 
ways.  Accordingly,  no  amendment 
relating  to  such  control  areas  is  neces¬ 
sary. 

If  these  actions  are  taken,  the  segment 
of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  3  from 
Savannah,  Oa..  to  Florence,  6.C.,  and 
the  segment  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
157  from  Allendale,  8.C.,  to  FlorencjS, 
S.C.,  would  be  redesignated  via  Vance, 
S.C.  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  3  east 
alternate  from  Florence,  8.C..  to  Raleigh, 
N.C.,  would  be  redesignated  via  Fayette¬ 
ville,  N.C.  The  segment  of  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  18  south  alternate  from 
Allendale,  S.C.,  to  Charleston,  8.C., 
would  be  realigned  via  the  Allendale 
VOR  119*  and  the  Charleston  VOR  262* 
radials  and  the  segment  of  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  53  from  Columbia.  8.C.,  to 
Charleston,  8.C.,  would  be  realigned  via 
the  Columbia  VOR  152*  and  the 
Charleston  VOR  300*  radials.  Concur¬ 
rent  with  this  action,  the  Ritter,  S.C., 
intersection,  (intersection  of  the  Eiavan- 
nah  VOR  023*  and  the  Charleston  VOR 
262*  radials),  and  Vance  VOR  would  be 
designated  as  domestic  .  VOR  reporting 
points  for  air  traffic  management  pur¬ 
poses. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argiunents  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth  1,  Tex.  All 
communications  received  within  thirty 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 


(c)  Upon  fulfillment  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §§  817.3  and  817.4  the  author¬ 
ization  required  pursuant  to  5  817.5  may 
be  issued  to  the  Collector  for  the  release 
of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  for  purposes 
stated  in  section  212  of  the  Act,  other 
than  those  specified  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  within  the  limitations 
specified  in  such  section  212  of  the  Act. 

§  817.9  [  Amoii(Iinrnt1 

9.  Paragraph  (c)  of  8  817.9  is  amend¬ 
ed  in  the  following  respect:  All  refer¬ 
ences  to  8  817.5(c)  arc  changed  to  read 
5  817.5. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  December  1959. 

Forest  W.  Beall, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Commodity  Stabilization  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-10407;  Filed,  Deo.  8,  1969; 

8:51  a.m.| 


(c)  Quantity  and  time  of  effect.  (1) 

The  Quantity  authorized  for  release  pur¬ 
suant  to  5  817.6  shall  be  effective  for 
fl]])ng  the  applicable  quota  and  allot¬ 
ment  at  the  time. the  applicable  author¬ 
isation  is  issued.  For  this  purpose  the 
raw  value  of  the  authorized  quantity 
shall  be  estimated  by  considering  the 
relationship  between  other  authorized 
quantities  for  recent  shipments  subject 
to  the  same  quota  or  allotment  and  the 
raw  values  thereof  determined  as  pro- 
Tkled  in  Title  I  of  the  Act  on  the  basis 
^  weights  and  tests  determined  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  810  of  this  subchaptcr  and 
such  other  factors  as  the  Secretary 
deems  applicable. 

(2)  Upon  receipt  of  the  report  re¬ 

quired  pursuant  to  8  817.4(f)  covering 
each  application  initially  given  effect 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph,  the  applicable  quota  and 
allotment  shall  have  been  filled  by  the 
sugar  or  liquid  sugar  imported  pursuant 
to  the  authorization  represented  by 
either  raw  or  direct-consumption  sugar, 
determined  as  prescribed  in  Part  810  of 
this  subchapter  to  the  extent  of  its  raw 
value,  as  defined  in  Title  I  of  the  Act 
and  as  finally  computed  from  the  weights 
and  tests  determined  pursuant  to  Part 
810  of  this  subchaptcr.  except  that  the 
raw  value  of  liquid  sugar  imported  from 
Puerto  Rico  shall  be  computed  by  mul- 
tlirtylng  the  total  sugar  content  thereof 
by  the  factor  1.07.  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consid- 

(3)  Whenever  the  Secretary  deter-  ering  an  amendment  to  88  600.6003, 
mines  that  (i)  a  default  in  a  condition  600.6018.  600.6053,  600.6157,  and  601.7001 
of  a  bond  accepted  pursuant  to  §  817.9  of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator, 
has  occurred  or,  (li)  a  quantity  of  sugar  the  substance  of  which  is  stated  below, 
or  liquid  sugar  authorized  for  released  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  3  presently 
for  importation  as  raw  sugar  is  direct-  extends,  in  part,  from  Savannah,  Oa., 
consumption  sugar  pursuant  to  §  810.5  to  Raleigh,  N.C.,  VOR  Federal  airway 
(0  of  this  subchapter,  by  virtue  of  its  No.  157  presently  extends,  in  part,  from 
hse  for  which  authorization  pursuant  to  Allendale,  S.C.,  to  Florence,  S.C.  The 
1817.3(g)  was  not  granted,  or  (iii)  a  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con- 
Quantlty  of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  has  sideration  a  modification  to  Victor  3  be- 
been  Imported  without  authorization  for  tween  Savannah  and  Florence  and  tc 
release  as  required  pursuant  to  8  817.5,  Victor  3  east  alternate  between  Florence 
the  (luantity  of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  and  Raleigh  and  a  modification  to  Victoi 
Involved  in  such  default,  change  of  pur-  157  between  Allendale  and  Florence,  11 
pose,  or  importation  without  authoriza-  is  proposed  to  realign  the  Savannah* 
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Aviation  Agency  ofllcials  may  be  made  by 
contacting' the  Regional  Administrator, 
or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Divi¬ 
sion.  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator. 

This  amendment  is  proj^sed  oinder 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749, 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1959. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-10358;  Piled,  Dec.  8.  1959; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  59-PW-371 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  AND  CONTROL 
AREAS 

Modification  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (§  409.13,  24 
F.R.  3499),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consider¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  §§  600.6066  and 
601.6066  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  the  substance  of  which  is 
stated  below. 

VOB  Federal  airway  No.  66  presently 
extends  from  San  Diego,  Calif.,  to  Sul¬ 
phur  Springs,  Tex.  The  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  is  proposing  to  extend  Victor 
66  by  adding  a  segment  from  Tuscaloosa, 
Ala.,  to  McDonough,  Ga.,  via  a  VOR  to 
be  installed  approximately  April  1,  1960, 
near  Talladega,  Ala.,  at  latitude  33°  17'- 
08"  N.,  and  longitude  86°05'10"  W. 
This  will  provide  an  additional  route 
for  arriving,  departing  and  over  traffic 
between  the  Atlanta,  Ga..  and  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  terminals  and  is  part  of  a 
plan  to  increase  the  air  traffic  flow 
capabilities  in  this  area. 

If  this  action  is  taken.  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  66  and  its  associated  control 
areas  would  then  extend  from  San  Diego. 
Calif.,  to  Sulphur  Springs.  Tex.,  and 
from  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  to  McDonough, 
Ga. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to'  the  Regional 
Administrator,  F^eral  Aviation  Agency. 
P.O.  Box '1689,  Port  Worth  1,  Tex.  All 
communications  received  within  30  days 


after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be  made 
by  contacting  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views 

fir  arguments  presented  during  such  con- 
erences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749, 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1959. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[P.R.  Doc.  59-10361;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-KC-121 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROL  AREAS 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Modification  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Reporting  Point 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (§  409.13,  24 
F.R.  3499),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consider¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  §§  600.6218,  601.- 
6218,  and  601.7001  of  the  Regulations  of 
the  Administrator,  the  substance  of 
which  is  stated  below. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  218  presently 
extends  from  Malta,  Ill.,  to  Flint,  Mich. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  propos¬ 
ing  to  extend  Victor  218  westerly  from 
Malta  to  Rochester,  Minn.;  revoke  the 
segment  of  Victor  218  between  Lansing, 
Mich.,  and  Flint;  and  redesignate  Victor 
218  from  Lansing  to  Pontiac,  Mich. 

The  present  airway  structure  between 
the  Chicago,  Ill.,  terminal  area  and  the 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  terminal  area  pro¬ 
vides  dual  routing  from  Chicago  to 
Nodine,  Minn.,  and  from  Nodine  to  Min¬ 
neapolis,  but  with  these  routes  converg¬ 
ing  at  Nodine.  Extending  Victor  218 
and  its  associated  control  areas  from  the 
Malta  intersection  to  the  Rochester 
VOR  via  the  Rockfordv  Ill.,  VOR,  the 
Rewey,  Wis.,  VOR,  and  a  VOR  to  be  in¬ 
stalled  approximately  December  15, 


1960,  near  Waukon,  Iowa,  at  latihm 
43°16'47"  N.,  longitude  91‘32'20''  w 
would  complete  the  dual  route  structu^ 
for  the  entire  distance  between  Chi^ 
and  Minneapolis.  This  dual  rbute  w3 
serve  the  high  volume  of  traffic  betwS 
these  major  terminals.  “ 


Revoking  the  present  segment  of  Victor 
218  and  associated  control  areas  betwS 
Lansing  and  Flint,  and  redesignatS 
this  airway  and  associated  control  arSI 
from  Lansing  via  a  VOR  to  be  inkalled 
approximately  June  1,  1960,  near  Pon- 
tiac,  Mich.,  at  latitude  42*42'01"  N* 
longitude  83'’32'00"  W.  to  the  intersec.! 
tion  of  the  Pontiac  VOR  075*  radial  and 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  42  would  pro- 
vide  airway  routing  via  Victor  42  and 
Victor  218  for  air  traffic  from  the  Detroit 
Mich.,  terminal  area  to  Pontiac.  The- 
most  direct  airway  route  for  traffic  op- 
erating  between  these  terminally  at  the 
present  time  is  via  Victor  42  and  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  84.  However,  Victor 
84  is  proposed  to  be  realigned  via  Flint 
and  Peck,  Mich.,  in  Airspace  Docket  No 
59-WA-116  (24  F.R.  7650),  and  would 
no  longer  serve  the  Pontiac  area. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes  to  ex¬ 
tend  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  218  and  Its 
associated  control  areas  from  Malta,  Hi., 
to  Rochester,  Minn. ;  revoke  the  segment 
of  Victor  218  and  associated  control 
areas  from  Lansing,  Mich.,  to  Flint, 
Mich.;  and  extend  Victor  218  and  asso¬ 
ciated  control  areas  from  Lansing, ' 
Mich.,  via  Pontiac,  Mich.,  to  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  Pontiac  VOR  075*  radial 
and  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  42.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  Rewey,  Wis.,  VOR  and  the 
Waukon,  Iowa,  VOR  would  be  designated 
as  domestic  VOR  reporting  points  for 
air  traffic  management  purposes. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argmnen^  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City  10,  Mo. 
All  commimications  received  within 
thirty  days  after  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  •  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  hut 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Administrator,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Utilization  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  no¬ 
tice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  fw 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  B-316.  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Federal 


UtinuiaV’  December  9,  1959 

.-i«Hnn  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749,  752; 
1848. 1354). 

Issued  In  Washington.  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  1, 1959. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

.•D  noc  69-10359;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
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views  or  arguments  presented  during  ing  in  this  proceeding  which,  among 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submit-  other  things,  proposed  the  reallocation 
ted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  of  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me  from 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  remote  pickup  broadcast  stations  and  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal  Citizens  Radio  Service,  respectively,  to 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  Service,  in  an  effort  to  satisfy,  insofar 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  as  practicable,  the  stated  requirements 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at  of  the  latter  mentioned  service.  The 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Commission  believed  that  such  an  aUo- 
Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  cation,  in  conjunction  with  the  bands 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  already  available  to  the  Domestic  Pub- 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available  lie  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service,  would 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  R^  have  satisfied  completely  the  stated  re¬ 
gional  Administrator.  quirements  of  this  service  except  in  the 

This  amendment  is  proposed  \mder  larger  metropolitan  areas  for  which  the 
sections  307(a)  and  313(a)  of  the  Fed-  Commission  is  unable  to  find  sufficient 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749,  spectrum  space  to  fulfill  the  require- 
752;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354).  ments  without -a  prohibitively  adverse 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  affect  on  other  services.  Even  in  those 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  608.30  (23  Fit.  areas,  however,  it  was  anticipated  that 
8582)  as  follows:  the  reallocation  would  have  afforded  a 

In  §  608.30  Michigan  add:  significant  measure  of  relief,  since  the 

K.  I.  Sawyer  APB,  Mich.,  Restricted  Area/  bands  which  were  proposed  to  be  re- 
Miiitary  Climb  Corridor  (Rr-566)  (Lake  Su-  allocated  are  immediately  adjacent  to 
perior  Chart).  the  bands  454-455  Mc  and  459-460  Me 

Description.  That  area  based  on  the  039*  which  are  already  allocated  to  the  Do- 
True  radial  of  the  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB  TVOR  mestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service. 

^  3.  Comments  submitted  by  the  Ameri- 

and  ext^ding  32  stetute  miles  ^  of  the  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 

airbase,  having  a  width  of  1  statute  mile  SE  ^ 

and  3  statute  miles  NW  of  the  039*  True  (AT4^)  supported  the  Commissions 
radial  at  the  beginning  and  a  width  of  2.3  proposal  to  reallocate  the  bands  455—456 
statute  miles  on  each  side  of  the  039*  True  Mc  and  460—461  Mc  to  the  Domestic 
radial  at  the  outer  extremity.  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  but 

Designated  altitudes.  emphasized  that  the  additional  space 

16J200'  MSL  from  5  statute  ^ould  be  wholly  inadequate  to  meet  their 
5  Se  alrw'  requirements  in  the  larger 

3,200'  MSL  to  25.200'  MSL  from  6  to  7  cities.  ......  .  ./  „ 

statute  miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  Comments  objecting  to  tne  Com** 

3,200'  MSL  to  27,000'  MSL  from  7  to  10  mission’s  proposal  in  this  proceeding, 
miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  With  respect  to  frequencies  available  to 

7,200'  MSL  to  27,000'  MSL  from  10  to  15  remote  pickup  broadcast  stations,  were 
statute  miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  filed  by  the  former  National  Association 

11,200'  MSL  to  27^00'  MSL  from  15  to  20  Radio  and  Television  Broadcasters 
statute  miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  xta'd\ 

16,200'  MSL  to  27,000'  MSL  from  20  to  25  NAB),  the  Natio^  Bro^casU 

statute  miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  ing  Company  (NBC) ,  and  the  Chronicle 

20,200'  MSL  to  27,000'  MSL  from  25  to  32  Publishing  Company  (KRON-TV).  For 
statute  miles  NE  of  the  airbase.  the  most  part,  these  objections  were 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous.  directed  at  the  proposed  deletion  of  the 

controlling  agency.  Sawyer  Approach  con-  455-456  Mc  remote  pickup  broadcast 
trol,  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB,  Idlch.  band. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Decern-  5.  Electronic  Industries  Association 
ber  1, 1959.  (EIA)  filed  a  petition  with  the  Ckimmis- 

D.  D.  Thomas,  sion,  on  July  10,  1958,  which  objected  to 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  proposed  reallocation  of  a  portion  of 

Air  Traffic  Management.  the  Citizens  Radio  band,  si>ecifically 

460-461  Mc,  and  requested  that  the  Com- 
[P.R.  Doc.  59-103 Plied,  Dec.  8,  1959;  mission  issue  a  further  notice  of  pro- 
8.45  a.m.]  riilp  makincr  dpa.11ncr  onlv  with  the 


.  1 14  CFR  Part  608  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  59-KC-431 

RESTRICTED  AREAS 

DMignotion  of  Restricted  Area/Mili¬ 
tary  Climb  Corridor 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (§  409.13,  24 
PR  3499).  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Ptederal  Aviation  Agency  is  consider¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  §  608.30  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Administrator,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

The  Wderal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  the  designation  of  a 
Restricted  Area/Military  Climb  Corridor 
at  R  I-  Sawyer  AFB,  Mich.  The  Mili¬ 
tary  Climb  Corridor,  designated  as  a 
Restricted  Area,  would  confine  the  high- 
spe^,  high  rate-of -climb  Century  series 
air  defense  aircraft,  operating  from  the 
airbase  on  active  air  defense-  missions, 
within  a  relatively  small  area.  The  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  would  provide  protection 
for  Wgh  speed  air  defense  aircraft  and 
other  users  of  the  airspace  during  the 
fiitnb  phase  of  the  air  defense  aircraft 
mission.  If  such  action  is  taken,  a  Re¬ 
stricted  Area/Military  Climb  Corridor 
would  be  designated  at  K.  I.  Sawyer  APB, 
extending  along  the  039®  True  radial  of 
the  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB,  TVOR  from  a 
point  5  statute  miles  northeast  to  a 
point  32  statute  miles  northeast  of  the 
airbase,  4  statute  miles  wide  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  and  4.6  statute  miles  wide  at  the 
outer  extremity.  The  lower  altitude 
limits  in  graduated  steps  would  extend 
from  3,200  feet  MSL  to  20,200  feet  MSL. 
The  upper  altitude  limits  would  extend 
from  16,200  feet  MSL  to  27,000  feet  MSL. 
Time  of  use  would  be  continuous.  The 
controlling  agency  would  be  the  Sawyer 
Approach  Control,  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB, 
Mich.  The  controlling  agency  would 
authorize  aircraft  to  operate  within  the 
Climb  Corridor  when  not  in  use  by 
active  air  defense  aircraft. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argmnents  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City  10,  Mo. 
All  communications  received  within 
thirty  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
n>ay  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Administrator,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Utilization  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data. 


[  47  CFR  Part  2  1 

[Dc:ket  No.  11959;  FCC  59-1228} 

REALLOCATION  OF  CERTAIN  FIXED^ 
'  LAND  MOBILE  AND  MARITIME 
MOBILE  BANDS 

Second  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  further 
proposed  rule  making  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter. 

2.  On  April  3,  1957,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak- 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


common  carrier  bands,  between  Detroit 
and  Chicago,  for  a  one-year  period. 
These  authorizations  were  renewed  for 
an  additional  year  during  September 
1958.  During  July  and  August  1959, 
these  Bell  companies  filed  applications 
again  to  renew  the  developmental  air- 
groimd  authorizations  and  other  affili¬ 
ates  sought  to  extend  the  service  to  the 
east  coast,  with  ground  stations  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Washington,  and  New  York  City, 
utilizing  an  additional  frequency  pair  in 
the  same  454-455  Me  and  459-460 
Me  common  C8u*rier  bands.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  State  Aviation  Offi¬ 
cials  has  recommended  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  this  developmental  grant  be 
made  permanent  and  that  service  be 
expanded. 

7.  Subsequent  to  initiation  of  the  de¬ 
velopmental  air-groimd  operations, 
AT&T  filed  a  petition  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  April  1, 1958,  requesting  that  the 
bands  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me  be 
made  available  to  the  public  air-ground 
radiotelephone  service.  Comments  filed 
by  AT&T  in  opposition  to  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  EIA  and  Vocaline  petitions  indi¬ 
cate  that  these  bands  would  be  used  for 
both  land  mobile  and  air-to-ground  op¬ 
erations.  Comments  generally  support¬ 
ing  the  granting  of  the  AT&T  petition 
have  been  filed  by  Aeronautical  Radio 
Inc.  (ARINC)  and  the  AC  Sparkplug 
Division  of  General  Motors  Corporation, 
and  Motorola,  Inc.  filed  comments  op¬ 
posing  such  a  grant. 

>  8.  The  Chicago -Detroit  developmental 
air-ground,  operations  tend  to  indicate 
a  limited  need  for  a  permanent  public 
aeronautical  radiotelephone  service. 
However,  the  extent  to  which  air  travel¬ 
ers,  except  business  executives  in  private 
planes,  would  avail  themselves  of  the  new 
service  under  normal  circumstances,  in 
view  of  the  ever  decreasing  airborne  time 
of  commercial  passenger  fiights  and  the 
ready  availability  of  cheaper  landline 
facilities  at  all  airports  is  not  known  at 
this  time.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
believes  that  the  reallocation  of  2  Me  of 
much  needed  land  mobile  frequency 
space,  even  on  a  shared  basis  with  the 
land  mobile  service,  for  this  unproven 
service,  as  requested  in  the  AT&T  peti¬ 
tion  of  April  1,  1958,  is  not  justified  and 
the  subject  AT&T  petition  is  denied  in 
the  concurrent  Third  Report  and  Order 
in  Docket  No.  11995. 

9.  In  order  to  meet  the  apparent 
limited  need  for  an  air-ground  public 
radiotelephone  service  it  is  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  that  provision  be  made  to  accom¬ 
modate  this  service  in  those  portions  of 
the  454-455  Me  and  459-460  Me  bands 
which  are  available  for  assignment  only 
to  stations  of  communication  common 
carriers  engaged  also  in  Uie  business  of 
affording  public  landline  message  tele- 
phmie  service.  Le.,  454.40-455  Me  and 
459.40-460  Me.  It  is  realized  that  such 
operati(m  of  the  air-ground  service  will 
require  close  coordination  to  avoid  dis¬ 
ruption  of  the  land  mobile  service  in 
these  bands,  in  view  of  the  greater  trans¬ 
mission  coverage  to  and  from  airborne 


units.  However,  it  is  believed  that  the 
assignments  can  be  arranged  in  such  a 
manner  that  a  minimum  of  interference 
will  result  since  Commission  records  in¬ 
dicate  that  the  present  loading  on  these 
bands  is  very  light. 

10.  In  view  of  the  fact  AT  &  T  has  indi¬ 
cated  that  implementation  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  outstanding  proposal  to  reallo¬ 
cate  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me  to  the 
Domestic  Public  Service  would  not  fill 
their  land  mobile  requirement  and  the 
Commission’s  belief  that  a  full  2  Me  of 
valuable  fr^uency  space  is  not  required 
to  adequately  accommodate  an  air- 
ground  service,  the  original  proposal, 
with  respect'  to  these  bands  is  with¬ 
drawn  by  the  Commission’s  concurrent 
Fifth  Memorandum  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  11959  and  Third  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  11995,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes  to  reallocate  the  460- 
461  Me  band  to  the  Industrial  Radio 
Services,  which  would  absorb  most  of  the 
stations  now  operating  in  this  portion  of 
the  Citizens  Radio  band. 

11.  The  remaining  outstanding  pro¬ 
posals  in  Docket  11959  to  reallocate 
161.645-161.825  Me  to  remote  pickup  and 
462.525-463.225  Me  and  465.275-466.475 
Me  to  the  Industrial  Radio  Services  will 
be  disposed  of  at  a  later  date  when 
appropriate. 

12.  In  summary,  the  action  contained 
herein  and  in  the  above-mentioned 
Orders: 

a.  Denies  the  AT  &  T  petition  of  April 
1,  1958  which  requests  reallocation  of 
455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me  to  an  air- 
ground  public  radiotelephone  service. 

b.  Withdraws  the  Commission’s  origi¬ 
nal  proposal  in  Dockets  11959  and  11995 
to  reallocate  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me 
to  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service  and  terminates  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  11995. 

c.  Proposes  to  provide  for  an  air- 
ground  public  radiotelephone  service  in 
the  Domestic  Public  land  mobile  bands 
454-455  Me  and  459-460  Me. 

d.  Proposes  to  reallocate  460-461  Me  to 
the  Industrial  Radio  Services. 

These  actions,  including  the  current  pro¬ 
posals  in  this  docket  shown  in  the  at¬ 
tached  appendix  are  not  intended  to 


dispose  of  the  broader  consideraUnn*  i 
Docket  No.  11997  with  respect 
adequate  space  for  the  Domestic 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  and 
ground  public  radiotelephone  service 

13.  The  proposed  amendments  to  th. 
rules,  as  set  forth  below,  are  issued  duT 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  In^' 
Uons  303  (c),  (f),  and  (r)  of  thecS' 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended 

14.  Any  interested  person  who  is  oi  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  amendment 
should  not  be  adopted  may  file  with 
Commission  on  or  before  January  n 
1960,  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
setting  forth  his  comments.  Comments 
in  support  of  the  proposed  amendments 
may  also  be  filed  on  or  before  the  same 
date.  Comments  in  reply  to  the  original 
comments  may  be  filed  within  lo  days 
from  the  last  day  for  filing  said  original 
data,  views,  or  arguments.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  will  consider  all  such  comments  and 
such  other  material  and  information  as 
may  be  deemed  necessary  and  relevant 
prior  to  taking  final  action  in  this  matter, 
and  if  comments  are  submitted  warrant¬ 
ing  oral  argiunent,  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  such  oral  argument  will  be  given. 

15.  In  accordance  with  the  provisipns 
of  §  1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  the  original  and  14  copies  (rf 
all  statements,  briefs  or  comments  filed 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  December  2,  1959. 

Released:  December  4,  1959. 

Federal  'CoMMumCAnom 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


Section  2.104(a)  (5)  is  amended  in  the- 
454-455  Me,  459-460  Me,  and  460^1  Me 
bands  in  columns  7  through  11  to  read 
as  follows  and  a  new  footnote  N019  is 
added  as  set  forth  below: 

§  2.104  Frequency  allocations. 

(a)  Table  of  frequency  allocatUm. 


*  *  *  *  • 

(5)  The  following  is  the  table  of  fre¬ 
quency  allocations. 

***** 


Federal  CsHMUNicAnoNs  Commission 


Band  (Me) 

7 

Service 

8 

Class  of  station 

9 

Fre¬ 

quency 

(Me) 

10 

/SERVICES 
Nature  of  (stations 

11 

•  • 

• 

•  • 

454-455 

Land  mobile. 

a.  Base. 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC, 

(NO  >•) 

b.  Land  mobile. 

. 

• 

«  • 

459-460 

Land  mobile. 

a.  Base. 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC. 

NO  «• 

b.  Land  mobUe. 

460-461 

Land  mobile. 

a.  Base. 

INDUSTRIAL. 

b.  Land  mobile. 

NO  >•  Frequencies  in  the  bands  454.40-4M  Me  and  459.40-460  Me  may  be  ass«ned  to 
Domestic  PudUc  land  and  mobile  stations  to  provide  a  two-way  air-ground  public  radio* 
telephone  service. 

'  IPH.  Doc.  69-10401;  Piled,  Dec.  9.  1959;  8:60  am.] 
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yfednesday,  December  9,  1959 
.  [  47  CFR  Part  2  1 

fDocket No.  11059;  PCC  69-1229] 

.^allocation  of  certain  fixed, 
land  mobile,  and  maritime 
mobile  bands 

Fifth  Mtmorandum  Report  and  Order 

1  on  April  3,  1957,  the  Commission 
.Hnoted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
USdiia  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
which  was  released  on  April  9,  1957,  and 
miblished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
AnJu  16  1957  (22  P.R.  2583).  A  correc¬ 
tion  to  the  notice  adding  footnote  desig- 
Slors  to  certain  specified  frequency 
Kgnds  was  released  on  April  ll,  1957  and 
nuhlished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Anril  26, 1957  (22  F.R.  2956) .  The  First 
llemorandum  Report  and  Order  in  this 
Docket,  which  applied  only  to  the  land 
Tranqwrtation  and  Maritime  Mobile 
Services  in  the  152-162  Me  band,  was 
fcdoi^  by  the  Commission  on  April  9, 
1958,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
{{igister  on  April  15,  1958  (23  F.R.- 
2424).  A  corrected  copy  of  the  order  was 
DUbli^ed  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Ajffil  19,  1958  (23  F.R.  2601).  The 
Second  Memorandum  Report  and  Order 
in  this  Docket,  which  implemented 
“split  channel”  proposals  for  the  Public 
Safety  Radio  Service  in  the  150.8-162  Me 
and  450-460  Me  bands  and  for  the  re¬ 
maining  services  in  the  150.8-162  Me 
band,  was  adopted  by  the  Commission 
on  May  8,  1958,  and  published  in  the 
FiDKRAL  Register  on  May  17,  1958  (23- 
PR.  3351).  The  Third  Memorandum 
R^rt  and  Order  in  this  Docket,  which 
reallocated  certain  portions  of  the  460- 
470  Me  Citizens  Radio  band  to  the  In¬ 
dustrial  Radio  Services  and  implemented 
Commission  proposals  relating  to  the 
unavailability  of  161.85  Me  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Mobile  Service  in  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  Virgin  Islands,  a  slight  shifting  of 
the  160  Me  band  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  to  remote  pickup  stations  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  on  a  shared 
basis  with  the  Railroad  Radio  Service, 
and  the  availability  of  certain  taxicab 
“splits”  to  the  Industrial  Radio  Services 
outside  standard  metropolitan  areas  of 
50,000  or  more  population,  was  adopted 
by  the  Commission  on  June  18,  1958  and. 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  28,  1958  (23  F.R.  4782).  The 
Fourth  Memorandum  Report  and  Order 
in  this  Docket,  which  reallocated  the  11 
meter  amateur  band,  26.96-27.23  Me,  to 
the  Citizens  Radio  Service,  was  adopted 
by  the  Commission  on  July  31,  1958,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  9,  1958  (23  F.R.  6111). 

2.  The  sole  purpose  of  this  order  is 
to  withdraw  the  Commission’s  outstand¬ 
ing  proposal  in  this  proceeding  to  reallo¬ 
cate  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me  to  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Service. 
The  remaining  outstanding  proposals  in 
this  Docket,  which  involve  reallocation 
of  the  bands  161.645-161.825  Me,  462.525- 
463.225  Me,  and  465.275-466.475  Me,  will 
be  disposed  of  at  a  later  date  when  ap¬ 
propriate.  The  Third  Report  and  Order 
in  Docket  11995,  adopted  this  day,  denies 
the  Petition  of  the  American  Telephone 
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and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T)  re¬ 
questing  reallocation  of  the  455-456  and 
460-461  Me  bands  to  the  air-to-ground 
public  radiotelephone  service. 

3.  Comments  submitted  by  AT&T  sup¬ 
ported  the  Commission’s  proposal  to  re¬ 
allocate  the  bands  455-456  Me  and  460- 
461  Me  to  the  Domestic  Public  Land 
Mobile  Service  but  emphasized  that  the 
additional  space  would  be  wholly  inade¬ 
quate  to  meet  their  land  mobile  require¬ 
ments  in  the  large  cities.  Comments 
objecting  to  the  Commission’s  proposal 
were  filed  by  the  former  National  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Radio  and  Television  Broad¬ 
casters  (now  NAB),  the  National  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (NBC),  and  the 
Chronicle  Publishing  Company  (KRON- 
TV) .  For  the  most  part,  these  objections 
were  directed  to  the  proposed  deletion  of 
the  455-456  Me  remote  pickup  broadcast 
band.  Electronics  Industries  Association 
(EIA)  and  Vocaline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  Inc.  (Vocaline)  filed  petitions  in 
related  proceedings  objecting  to  reallo¬ 
cation  of  the  460-461  Me  band.  The  EIA 
petition  requested  the  Commission  to 
hold  a  separate  rule-making  proceeding 
dealing  only  with  the  460-461  Me  band. 
The  Vocaline  petition  asked  for  the 
termination  of  proceedings  in  Dockets 
11994  and  11995  insofar  as  they  con¬ 
cerned  the  460-461  Me  band.  The  action 
requested  by  these  petitions  was  denied 
by  the  Commission’s  Second  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  11994  adopted  July  31, 
1958.  The  objections  to  reallocation  of 
the  460-461  Me  band  contained  in  those 
petitions,  however,  have  been  considered 
in  this  proceeding. 

4.  The  Commission  has  fully  con¬ 
sidered  the  needs  of  the  several  services 
for  the  bands  455-456  and  460-461  Me 
and  has  determined  that  reallocation  of 
these  bands  as  proposed  by  its  Public 
Notice  of  April  3,  1957,  would  not  serve 
the  public  interest.  It  appears  from  the 
comments  that  allocation  of  the  455-456 
and  460-461  Me  bands  to  the  Domestic 
Public  Land  Mobile  Service  would  be 
inadequate  to  meet  the  land  mobile  re¬ 
quirements  of  AT&T  in  the  larger  cities. 
"Hie  455-456  Me  band,  on  the  other  hand, 
adequately  provides  for  the  present  and 
prospective  need  of  broadcasters  for  re¬ 
mote  pickup  facilities  in  this  region  of 
the  spectrum.  The  Commission  believes 
that  this  band  should  not  be  removed 
from  a  serxuce  for  which  it  is  adequate 
to  a  service  for  which  it  would  be  inade¬ 
quate.  A  second  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  adopted  this  day  in  this  Docket 
proposes  reallocation  of  the  460-461  Me 
band  to  the  Industrial  Radio  Services. 
The  needs  of  AT&T  for  allocation  of  fre¬ 
quency  space  to  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  will  be 
further  considered  in  connection  with 
Docket  11997. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
served  by  withdrawing  that  portion  of 
its  proposal  in  this  proceeding  pertaining 
to  the  reallocation  of  the  455-456  and 
460-461  Me  bands. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  ef¬ 
fective  December  2,  1959,  the  proposal  in 


this  proceeding  to  reallocate  the  455-456 
and  466-461  Me  bands  is  with<^awn. 

Adopted:  December  2, 1959. 

Released:  December  4,  1959. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,  ^ 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(FJl.  Doc.  69-10402;  FUed,  Dee.  8,  1959; 
8:51  ajn.] 


I 

[  47  CFR  Part  4  ] 

[Docket  No.  12116;  FCC  59-1211] 

OPERATION  OF  LOW  POWER  TELE¬ 
VISION  BROADCAST  REPEATER 
STATIONS 

'Notice  of  Further  Proposed  Rule 
Making 

1.  In  its  Report  and  Order  (FCC  58- 
1255)  issued  in  this  proceeding  Decem¬ 
ber  30.  1958,  the  Commission  reafiOrmed 
its  concern  with  the  problem  of  inade¬ 
quate  television  reception  in  small,  re¬ 
mote  communities  but  concluded  that 
the  limited  number  of  channels  available 
in  the  VHF  television  band  and  the  haz¬ 
ard  of  harmful  interference  to  the  re¬ 
ception  of  television  broadcast  stations 
as  well  as  other  radio  services  on  ad-> 
jacent  frequencies,  made  it  desirable  to 
limit  TV  repeater  stations  to  the  UHF 
band. 

2.  Reconsideration  of  its  decision  of 
December  30,  1958  was  requested  in 
pleadings  filed  on  January  26,  1959  by 
Western  Slope  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  and  on  February  4,  1959,  by  the 
licensees  of  sixteen  television  stations 
in  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.'  In  the  interim  the  Commision 
has  engaged  in  a  continuing  restudy  of 
the  problems  associated  with  the  licens¬ 
ing  of  low  power  repeater  stations  in  the 
VHF  band  and  has  endeavored  to  re¬ 
evaluate  those  problems  in  the  light  of 
the  foreseeable  advantages  and  disad¬ 
vantages  which  would  fiow  from  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  VHF  repeater  operations 
under  a  number  of  alternative  sets  of 
technical  and  operating  conditions.  The 
more  restricted  and  rigid  such  require¬ 
ments  are  drawn,  the  greater  protection 
they  would  afford  against  the  interfer¬ 
ence  and  other  imdesirable  results  risked 
by  the  authorization  of  repeaters  in  the 
VHF  band.  On  the  other  hand,  the  more 
technical  and  operating  requirements 
are  relaxed  the  lower  the  costs  of  con¬ 
struction  and  installation  of  such  equip¬ 
ment.  The  Commission  has  endeavored 
to  seek  an  optimum  balance  between  ex¬ 
tremes  and  believes  that  the  require- 


»KSBW-TV.  Salinas,  California;  KOA-TV, 
Denver,  KKTV,  Colorado  Springs,  KREX-TV, 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado;  KID-TV,  Idaho 
Falls,  KIDO-TV,  Boise.  KLIX-TV,  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho;  KOHL-TV  and  KOOK-TV,  Billings. 
KMOS-TV,  Missoula  and  KXLF,  Butte,  Mon¬ 
tana;  KLTV,  Tyler,  Texas;  KOTA-TV,  Rapid 
City.  South  Dakota;  KUTV,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah;  KFBC-TV,  Cheyenne,  KSPR-TV  and 
KTWO-TV,  Casper,  Wyoming. 
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ments  set  out  in  the  appended  draft  rules, 
all  things  considered,  reflect  such  a  bal¬ 
ance.  We  have  accordingly  decided  to 
invite  the  comments  of  interested  parties 
on  the  proposals  appended  hereto.  The 
draft  niles  would  parallel,  insofar  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  the  present  rules  covering 
television  broadcast  translator  stations 
using  authorized  UHF  channels. 

3.  One  of  the  more  difficult  problems 
which»i^ust  be  met  if  these  devices  were 
to  be  permitted  in  the  VHF  television 
broadcast  band  is  that  of  interference  to 
television  broadcast  reception,  inter¬ 
ference  to  other  radio  services  which 
occupy  bands  interspersed  through  the 
television  bands,  and  interference  be¬ 
tween  translators.  The  first  of  these  is 
usually  met  by  limiting  the  maximum 
power  and  antenna  height  and  specifying 
a  minimum  geographic  separation.  Ex¬ 
cept  for  the  power  limit,  these  measures 
are  not  practical  in  the  present  case. 
Elevated  sites  are  usually  needed  in  order 
to  obtain  a  signal  to  rebroadcast  and  the 
transmitting  apparatus  must  be  located 
at  the  receiving  site.  Any  predeter¬ 
mined  geographic  separation  based  on 
statistical  engineering  data  would  se¬ 
verely  restrict  the  areas  in  which  VHF 
translators  could  be  located  and  limit  the 
number  to  only  a  few  of  the  several  hund¬ 
red  devices  that  are  already  in  operation. 


reception  of  TV  broadcast  stations  they 
are  also  ideal  for  detection  of  the  signals 
of  low  power  VHF  translators  on  other 
moimtains.  Whenever  this  creates  in¬ 
terference  to  direct  reception  of  a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station,  the  VHP  trans¬ 
lator  would  have  to  cease  causing 
interference. 

5.  There  may  be  occasions  when  the 
limit  to  1  watt  of  power  would  prevent 
a  VHP  translator  from  serving  as  large 
an  area  as  it  might  desire.  In  such 
cases,  the  operation  could  be  conducted 
on  a  UHF  channel  with  higher  power. 
The  relative  absence  of  congestion  which 
makes  the  observance  of  minimum  geo¬ 
graphic  separations  feasible  in  the  UHF 
band,  and  the  fact  that  the  UHF  band  is 
not  interspersed  with  other  radio  serv¬ 
ices.  permits  the  use  of  higher  power  in 
that  band  and  UHF  translators  may  use 
up  to  100  watts  transmitter  power  out¬ 
put. 

6.  The  rules  proposed  herein  would  be 
incorporated  in  the  present  rules  gov¬ 
erning  television  broadcast  translator 
stations  operating  in  the  UHF  television 
band.  At  the  same  time  the  rules  gov¬ 
erning  UHF  translators  would  be  modi¬ 
fied,  where  necessary,  to  conform  with 
the  general  principles  governing  this 
type  of  operation. 

7.  The  rules  proposed  herein  would 


recommendations  directed  to  this  nr^K 
lem. 


appended  hereto  is  contained  in  sectw! 
4(i),  301,  303  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d) 

(g),  (h),  (p)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  Uwl 
Communications  Act  of  1934  ^ 
amended.  ’  ** 


11.  Any  interested  party  who  is  of  th« 
opinion  that  the  proposed  amendniMt 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not^ 
adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  herein 
may  file  with  the  Commission  on  orS. 
fore  January  11,  I960,  a  written  stat^ 
ment  or  brief  setting  forth  his  comment 
Comments  in  support  of  the  proposS 
amendment  may  also  be  filed  on  or^ 
fore  the  same  date.  Conunents  or  briefs 
in  reply  to  the  original  comments  may 
be  filed  within  10  days  from  the  last  day 
for  filing  said  original  comments.  No 
additional  comments  may  be  filed  unlea 
(1)  specifically  requested  by  the  Com 
mission  or  (2)  good  cause  for  the  flllni 
of  such  additional  comments  is  estal^ 
lished. 


12.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies 
of  all  statements,  briefs,  or  comments 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 


Adopted:  December  2,  1959. 


The  second  iwoblem  of  interference  to 
other  services  in  contiguous  bands  could 
be  met  by  requiring  highly  refined  trans¬ 
mitting  equiimient  and  adequate  super¬ 
vision  of  the  operation  by  trained  radio 
operators.  Such  an  operation  would  be 
costly  to  install  and  operate.  The  third 
problem  could  be  met  by  applying  the 
normal  measures  used  to  prevent  inter¬ 
ference  between  regular  stations,  i.e., 
limits  on  power,  antenna  height,  and 
geographic  separation.  The  practical 
limits  of  this  are  obvious. 

4.  We  have  decided  to  meet  this  prob¬ 
lem  by  proposing  transmitter  power  out¬ 
put  limited  to  1  watt.  By  thus  limiting 
the  scope  of  any  interference  which 
might  arise  we  could  then  permit  the  use 
of  elevated  antennas,  reduce  the  per¬ 
formance  requirements  for  the  equip¬ 
ment,  and  allow  the  routine  operation 
of  the  apparatus  to  be  carried  on  by  a 
technically  unskilled  operator.  Even 
with  power  so  limited  these  devices  would 
be  capable  of  causing  interference,  and 
since  normal  geographic  separations 
cannot  be  used,  we  propose  that  the  li¬ 
censees  of  these  devices  provide  full  in¬ 
terference  protection  to  direct  reception 
of  all  television -broadcast  stations,  and 
to  a  limited  extent  to  each  other.  By  a 
judicious  choice  of  channel  and  trans¬ 
mitter  location  the  problem  of  mutual 
interference  between  these  low  power 
VHF  translators  can  be  minimized. 
Whenever  it  occurred,  the  affected  li¬ 
censees  would  be  expected  to  settle  the 
problem  by  mutual  agreement  and  co¬ 
operation.  Interference  to  direct  recep¬ 
tion  of  TV  broadcast  stations  is  likely  to 
be  more  serious.  Such  signals  are  often 
received  by  UHF  translators,  other  VHF 
translators,  and  community  antenna  sys¬ 
tems,  8is  well  as  a  few  private  individuals, 
with  antennas  at  elevated  sites  similar 
to  those  used  by  a  \TIF  translator.  Since 
these  sites  are  suitable  for  long  distance 


not  permit  the  use  of  the  so-called  co¬ 
channel  booster  amplifier.  This  type  of 
device  consists  simply  of  an  amplifier 
which  receives,  amplifies,  and  retrans¬ 
mits  on  the  same  channel.  Although 
this  t3T)e  of  device  was  used  at  majiy  of 
the  early  unlicensed  stations  their  faults 
and  limitations  have  caused  them  to  vir¬ 
tually  disappear.  These  devices  are  in¬ 
herently  unstable  electrically,  and  are 
capable  of  transmitting  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  signals  when  operated  in  the 
VHF  television  band.  The  Commission 
considers  the  use  of  such  devices  under 
the  type  of  relaxed  requirements  con¬ 
tained  in  these  rules,  to  be  dangerous  and 
not  in  the  public  interest. 

8.  With  respect  to  proposed  VHP 
translator  operations  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  Canadian  and  Mexican  borders,  the 
Commission  cannot  act  unilaterally  in 
that  regard.  Such  operation  is  not  con¬ 
templated  under  the  outstanding  tele¬ 
vision  agreements  with  those  coimtries. 
The  Commission  will  initiate  action 
looking  to  negotiations  with  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  Canada  and  Mexico  with  a  view 
toward  securing  agreements  for  the  op¬ 
eration  of  these  devices.  Meanwhile,  if 
the  proposed  rules  were  adopted,  ap¬ 
plications  for  VHF  translators  would  be 
taken  up  with  the  appropriate  Govern¬ 
ment  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

9.  The  proposal  under  consideration 
herein  contemplates  authorization,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  appended  rules,  of  new  VHF 
translators.  Repeater  facilities  installed 
prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  construction 
permit  by  the  Commission  give  rise  to 
problems  under  section  319(a)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  which  has 
been  construed  to  prohibit  the  granting 
of  a  license  authorizing  the  use  by  broad¬ 
cast  stations  of  facilities  constructed  be¬ 
fore  the  issuance  of  a  construction 
permit  by  the  F.C.C.  The  Commission 
has  submitted  to  Congress  legislative 


Released:  December  4,  1959. 

Federal  CoMMUNiCATion 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

Proposed  amendments  to  Subpart  Q, 
Part  4 : 

§  4.701  Definitions. 

(a)  Television  broadcast  translator 
station:  A  station  in  the  broadcasting 
service  operated  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
retransmitting  the  signals  of  a  teled- 
sion  broadcast  station  or  anothar  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  translator  station,  by 
means  of  direct  frequency  convendcm 
and  amplification  of  the  incoming  sig¬ 
nals  and  without  significantly  altering 
any  characteristic  of  the  incoining  signal 
other  than  its  frequency  and  amplitude, 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  television 
reception  to  the  general  public. 

(b)  Primary  station:  The  television 
broadcasting  station  radiating  the  sig¬ 
nals  which  are  retransmitted  by -a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  translator  station. 

(c)  VHF  translator:  A  television 
broadcast  translator  station  operating 
on  a  VHF  television  broadcast  channel. 

(d)  UHF  translator:  A  television 
broadcast  translator  station  operating 
on  a  UHF  television  broadcast  channel. 

§  4.702  Frequency  assignment. 

(a)  An  applicant  for  a  new  television 
broadcast  translator  station  or 
changes  in  the  facilities  of  an  authorize(i 
station  shall  endeavor  to  select  a  channel 
on  which  its  operation  will  not  be  likely 
to  cause  interference  to  the  receptkMi  w 
other  stations.  The  application  must  be 
specific  with  regard  to*  the  frequency  re¬ 
quested.  Only  one  channel  will  be  as¬ 
signed  to  each  station. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  a  VHF  trai^- 
tor  station  may  specify  any  standard 
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■  •  )n  broadcast  channel.  VHP  changes  in  the  facilities  of  an  authorized 
jrs  are  not  required  to  observe  station  will  not  be  granted  where  it  is 
— j  separation  from  television  apparent  that  interference  will  be 
i  stations  operating  on  the  caused.  In  general,  the  licensee  of  a  new 
*ised  by  the  translator  or  on  an  UHP  translator  shall  protect  existing 
u  channel.  However,  the  use  of  UHF  translators  from  interference  re¬ 
channels  by  VHP  translators  is  suiting  from  its  operation.  If  interfer- 
to  the  use  by  television  broad-  ence  develops  between  VHP  translators, 
and  VHP  translators  must  the  problem  shall  be  resolved  by  mutual 
^li^complete  interference  protection .  agreement  among  the  licensees  involved. 
♦  ^eption  of  existing  and  future  tele-  (b)  It  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
broadcast  stations.  licensee  of  a  VHP  translator  to  correct  at 

An  applicant  for  a  UHP  transla-  its  expense  any  condition  of  interfer- 
'  may  specify  any  one  of  the  upper  14  ence  to  the  direct  reception  of  the  signals 
television  broadcast  channels  be-  of  a  television  broadcast  station  operat- 
70  and  83  inclusive,  provided  that  -ing  on  the  same  channel  as  that  used  by 
^^roposed  translator  will  not  be  the  VHP  translator  or  on  an  adjacent 

channel,  which  occurs  as  the  result  of 
a)  Within  20  miles  of  a  television  the  operation  of  the  translator.  Inter- 
hroadcast  station  or  city  which  is  as-  ference  will  be  considered  to  occur  when- 
the  second,  third,  fourth,  fifth,  or  ever  reception  of  a  regularly  used  signal 
Shth  channel  above  or  below  the  re-  is  impaired  by  the  signals  radiated  by  the 
nested  channel;  translator,  regardless  of  the  quality  of 

Within  55  miles  of  a  television  such  reception  or  the  strength  of  the 
broadcast  station  or  city  which  is  as-  signal  so  used.  If  the  interference  can- 
Sned  an  adjacent  channel;  not  be  promptly  eliminated  by  the  appli¬ 

es)  Within  60  miles  of  a  television  cation  of  suitable  techniques,  operation 
hr^cast  station  or  city  which  is  as-  of  the  offending  translator  shall  be  sus- 
the  seventh  channel  above  or  the  pended  and  shall  not  be  resumed  until 
ISh  or  fourteenth  channel  below  the  the  interference  has  been  eliminated.  If 
TMuested  channel;  the  complainant  refuses  to  permit  the 

(4)  Within  75  miles  of  a  television  translator  licensee  to  apply  remedial 

broadcast  station  or  city  which  is  as-  techniques  which  demonstrably  wUl 
Sd  the  fifteenth  channel  below  the  eliminate  the  interference  without  im- 
SSested  channel:  pairment  o£  the  original  reception  the 

(5)  Within  165  miles  ol  a  television  ItceMee  of  the  translator  Is  absolved  of 

h^cast  station  or  city  which  Is  as-  , 

rimed  the  same  channel  as  the  requested  shall  be  the  re^nsibili^  of 

cbaanel  unless  the  proposed  channel  is  licensee  of  a  television  broadcast 
Sy  assigned  to  the  city  in  which  the  translator  station  to  correct  any  condi- 
Stor  is  to  be  operated.  In  the  Table  of  interference  wluch  results  from 

rf  Assignments  appearing  in  5  3.606(b)  the  radiation  of  radio  frequency  energy 
a  this  chapter.  *>.y  its  equipment  on  any  frequency  out- 

(d)  Ihe  distances  specified  in  para-  «de  the  assi^M  channel  Upon  notice 

graph  (c)  of  this  section  are  to  be  detar-  *>5'  ‘^e  Commission  to  the  station  license 
S  between  the  proposed  site  of  the  ”,  operator  that  such  interference  is 
Werislon  broadcast  translator  station  bemg  mus^,  the  operation  of  the  tele- 
^  the  Post  Office  location  in  any  city  ™‘op  bro^c^t  tramlator  station  shall 
listed  In  I  3.606(b)  ol  this  chapter  mless  suspended  imm^iataly  and  shall  not 
the  channel  shown  therein  has  been  as-  ^  resumed  until  the  Interference  has 
Eigned  to  a  television  broadcast  station,  b«n  eliimnat^  or  U  can  be  demon- 
to  which  case  the  distance  shall  be  deter-  «ie  interference  is  not  due 

mined  between  the  proposed  site  ol  the  ‘o  spurious  emitaions  by  the  taleidslon 
tnuislator  and  the  transmitter  site  of  the  broadcast  taansla tor  station;  Provided, 
television  broadcast  station.  Changes  in  hottcver.  That  short  test  trammitaions 
the  Table  ol  Assignments  ol  §  3.606(b)  made  during  the  periM  of  sus- 

el  this  chapter  may  be  made  without  Pended  operation  to  check  the  efficacy 
regard  to  existing  or  proposed  television  measures. 

broadcast  translator  stations  and.  where  '<*>  I"  “b**  Instance  -^ere  suswnsion 
mch  changes  result  in  minimum  separa-  ^®  bcensee 

tions  less  than  those  specified  above,  the  ®  ^  Commis- 

liceiisee  of  an  affected  television  broad-  operation  ^  resum^,  contam- 

east  translator  station  shall  file  an  appll-  ®®“i's  ®*  ‘be  nature  of  the  Intarler- 

cation  for  a  change  in  channel  assign-  ence,  the  source  of  tae  intarfering 
nent  to  comply  with  the  required  sep-  sipials,  and  the  remedial  steps  taken  to 
gfgtjojjg  M  eliminate  the  interference. 

(e)  No  minimum  distance  separation  administrative  procedure 

llSr  “S:  S4.TU  Admlnisualive  priwedure. 

same  channel.  However,  the  separation  See  S§  4.11  to  4.16  inclusive. 

^  adequate  to  prevent  licensing  policies 

mutual  interference. 

(f)  Adjacent  channel  assignments  will  §  4.731  Purpose  and  permissible  service, 

not  be  made  to  television  broadcast  (a)  Television  broadcast  translator 
translator  stations  intended  to  serve  all  stations  provide  a  means  whereby  the 
or  a  part  of  the  same  area.  signals  of  television  broadcast  stations 

8  4  I  .  r  may  be  retransmitted  to  areas  in  which 

8  yu5  Inierference.  reception  of  such  television  broad- 

fa)  An  application  for  a  new  television  cast  stations  is  unsatisfactory  due  to 
broadcast  translator  station  or  for  distance  or  intervening  terrain  barriers. 


(b)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  may  be  used  only  for  the  purpose 
of  retransmitting  the  signals  of  a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station  or  another  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  translator  station  which 
have  been  received  directly  through 
space,  converted  to  a  different  channel 
by  simple  heterodyne  frequency  conver¬ 
sion,  and  suitably  amplified. 

(c)  The  transmissions  of  each  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  translator  station  shall 
be  intended  for  ^direct  reception  by  the 
general  public  and  any  other  use  shall 
be  incidental  thereto.  A  television 
broadcast  translator  station  shall  not 
be  operated  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
relaying  signals  to  one  or  more  fixed  re¬ 
ceiving  points  for  retransmission,  dis¬ 
tribution,  or  further  relaying. 

(d)  The  technical  characteristics  of 
the  retransmitted  signals  shall  not  be 
deliberately  altered  so  as  to  hinder  re¬ 
ception  on  conventional  television  broad¬ 
cast  receivers. 

(e)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  shall  not  dehberately  retransmit 
the  signals  of  any  station  other  than  the 
station  it  is  authorized  by  license  to  re¬ 
transmit.  Precautions  shall  be  taken 
to  avoid  unintentional  retransmission  of 
such  other  signals. 

§  4.732  Eligibility  and  licensing  require¬ 
ments. 

(a)  A  license  for  a  television  broad-' 
cast  translator  station  may  be  issued  to 
any  qualified  individual,  organized  group 
of  individuals,  broadcast  station  licensee, 
or  local  civil  governmental  body  upon  an 
appropriate  showing  that  plans  for 
financing  the  installation  and  operation 
of  the  station  are  sufficiently  sound  to 
insure  continuation  of  the  operation  fw 
the  period  of  the  license. 

(b)  More  than  one  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  may  be  licensed 
to  the  same  applicant,  whether  or  not 
such  stations  serve  substantially  the 
same  area,  upon  an  appropriate  showing 
of  need  for  such  additional  stations. 

(c)  Only  one  channel  will  be  assigned 
to  each  television  broadcast  translator 
station.  Additional  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  stations  may  be  author¬ 
ized  to  provide  additional  reception.  A 
separate  application  is  required  for  each 
television  broadcast  translator  station 
and  each  application  shall  be  complete 
in  all  respects. 

§  4.733  [Reserved] 

§  4.734  Remote  control  operation. 

(a)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  may  be  operated  by  remote  con¬ 
trol  provided  that  such  operation  is  con¬ 
ducted  under  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  A  monitoring  point  shall  be  es¬ 
tablished  on  premises  imder  the  control 
of  the  licensee  or  its  agent,  within  the 
area  served  by  the  translator.  It  shall 
be  equipped  with  a  television  receiver  in 
good  operating  condition  and  suitable 
for  observing  the  transmissions  of  the 
translator. 

(2)  An  operator  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  4.766  shall  observe  the  trans¬ 
missions  of  the  translator  at  the  moni¬ 
toring  point  within  1  hour  after  the 
start  of  any  period  of  operation  and  at 
intervals  of  not  more  than  6  hourd  dur- 
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not  essential  for  the  transmission  of  the 
desired  picture  and  sound  information 
shall  be  considered  to  be  spurious 
emissions. 

(c)  Any  emissions  appearing  on  fre¬ 
quencies  more  than  3  megacycles  above 
or  below  the  upper  and  lower  edges  re¬ 
spectively  of  the  assigned  channel  shall 
be  attenuated  no  less  than  30  decibels 
below  the  peak  visual  carrier  power. 

(d)  Greater  attenuation  than  that 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  may  be  required  if  interference  re¬ 
sults  from  emis^ons  outside  the  assigned 
channel. 

§  4.737  Antenna  location. 

(a)  An  applicant  for  a  new  television 
broadcast  translator  station  or  for  a 
change  in  the  facilities  of  an  authorized 
station  shall  endeavor  to  select  a  site 
which  will  provide  a  line-of-sight  trans¬ 
mission  path  to  the  entire  area  intended 
to  be  served  and  at  which  there  is  avail¬ 
able  a  suitable  signal  from  the  primary 
station  or  stations.  The  transmitting 
antenna  should  be  placed  above  growing 
vegetation  and  trees  lying  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  area  intended  to  be  served 
to  minimize  the  possibility  of  signal  ab¬ 
sorption  by  foliage. 

(b)  A  site  within  5  miles  of  the  area 
intended  to  be  served  is  to  be  preferred 
if  the  conditions  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  can  be  met. 

(c)  Consideration  should  be  given  to 
accessibility  of  the  site  at  all  seasons  of 
the  year  and  to  the  availability  of  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  the  television  broadcast  translator 
station. 

(d)  The  transmitting  antenna  should 
be  located  as  near  as  is  practical  to  the 
transmitter  to  avoid  the  use  of  long 
transmission  lines  and  the  associated 
power  losses. 

(e)  Consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  existence  of  strong  radio  frequency 
fields  from  other  transmitters  at  the 
translator  site  and  the  possibility  that 
such  fields  may  result  in  the  retrans¬ 
mission  of  signals  originating  on  fre¬ 
quencies  other  than  that  of  the  primary 
station. 

EQUIPMENT 

§  4.750  Equipment  and  installation. 

■  (a)  An  application  for  construction 
permit  for  a  new  television  broadcast 
translator  station  or  for  changes  in  the 
facilities  of  an  authorized  station  shall 
specify  equipment  which  has  been  type 
approved  by  the  Commission. 

(b)  Type  approval  will  be  granted  only 
after  tests  have  been  made  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Laboratory,  Laurel,  Maryland. 
Manufacturers  may  submit  a  production 
model  for  t3rpe  approval  and  such  ap¬ 
proval,  if  granted,  will  be  considered  to 
apply  to  all  identical  models  manufac¬ 
tured  under  that  type  number.  No 
change,  either  mechanical  or  electrical, 
may  be  made  in  any  type  approved  ap¬ 
paratus  without  prior  approval  of  the 
Commission  upon  appropriate  applica¬ 
tion  therefor.  Type  -approval  may  be 
withdrawn  at  any  time  if  the  apparatus 
fails  to  meet  the  requirements  under 
which  type  approval  was  granted. 


(c)  Type  approval  will  be  granbw^ 
if  the  apparatus  meets  thefoES^ 
requirements:  “wwnjj 

(1)  The  frequency  converter  and  .. 
sociated  amplifiers  shall  be  so  desknS 
that  the  electrical  characteristics 
incoming  signal  will  not  be  sUteSS 
significantly  upon  retransmission  e^ 
as  to  frequency  and  amplitude 

(2) .  The  overall  characteristics  of  th* 

apparatus  shall  be  such  that:  ^ 

(i)  Any  emissions  appearing  on  fi* 
quencies  more  than  3  megacycles  abw* 
or  below  the  upper  and  lower  edges,  re! 
spectively,  of  the  assigned  channel  shall 
be  attenuated  no  less  than  30  decibS 
below  the  peak  visual  carrier  power  out. 
put. 

(ii)  This  suppression  shall  be  obtained 
regardless  of  whether  such  emissions  are 
generated  within  the  transmitting  an- 
paratus  or  are  produced  by  the  introduc- 
tion  of  an  external  signal  into  the  input 
circuits  of  the  apparatus. 

(3)  'The  local  oscillator  employed  in 
the  frequency  converter  shall  be  suffl- 
ciently  stable  that,  subject  to  variations 
in  ambient  temperature  between  minus 
30  degrees  and  plus  50  degrees  Centigrade 
and  power  main  voltage  variations  be¬ 
tween  85  percent  and  115  percent  of  the 
rated  supply  voltage,  its  frequency  will 
not  vary  from  the  design  frequency  by 
more  than  0.02  percent. 

(4)  The  overall  response  of  the  ap¬ 
paratus  when  operating  at  its  rated 
power  output,  as  measured  at  the  output 
terminals,  shall  provide  a  smooth  curve 
varying  within  limits  separated  by  no 
more  than  4  decibels  within  the  assigned 
channel;  Provided,  however,  'That  means 
may  be  provided  to  reduce  the  amplitude 
of  the  aural  carrier  below  those  limits  if 
necessary  to  prevent  intermodulation 
which  would  mar  the  quality  of  the  re¬ 
transmitted  picture.  The  overall  re¬ 
sponse,  measured  with  respect  to  the 
peak  response  within  the  assigned  chan¬ 
nel,  shall  not  exceed  the  following  levels: 

(i)  Zero  decibels  on  frequencies  no 
more  than  3  megacycles  from  the  upper 
and  lower  edges  of  the  assigned  channel. 

(ii)  Minus  30  decibels  on  frequencies 
between  3  and  6  megacycles  above  or 
.below  the  upper  and  lower  edges,  respec-  ' 
tively,  of  the  assigned  channel. 

(iii)  Minus  40  decibels  on  frequencies 
more  than  6  megacycles  above  or  below 
the  upper  and  lower  edges,  respectively, 
of  the  assigned  channel. 

(5)  The  apparatus  shall  contain  auto¬ 
matic  circuits  which  will  maintain  the 
peak  visual  power  output  within  2 ’deci¬ 
bels  of  the  nominal  power  output  when 
strength  of  the  input  signal  is  varied 
over  a  range  of  30  decibels  and  which 
will  not  permit  the  peak  visual  power 
output  to  exceed  transmitter  poww 
rating  under  any  condition.  If  a  manual 
adjustment  is  provided  to  compensate 
for  different  average  signal  intensities 
which  may  be  encountered  in  various  lo¬ 
cations,  provision  shall  be  made  for  de¬ 
termining  the  proper  setting  of  the 
manual  adjustment  by  means  of  a  meter 
or  meter  jack  to  measure  direct  emrent 
or  voltage  of  appropriate  circuits  in  tto 
translator.  If  improper  adjustment  <» 
the  manual  control  could  result  in  .im¬ 
proper  operation  of  the  translator,  a 


Ing  operation.  The  operator  shall 
promptly  correct  any  condition  of  im¬ 
proper  operation  observed  and  if  unable 
or  not  qualified  to  do  so  imder  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  4.766(b),  shall  immediately 
suspend  operation  until  suitable  repairs 
or  adjustments  can  be  made. 

(3)  An  entry  shall  be  made  in  the 
operating  log  of  the  station  at  the  time 
each  visit  to  the  monitoring  point  is 
made  showing  the  date  and  time,  the 
condition  of  operation  noted,  and  any 
corrective  action  taken. 

(4)  If  the  transmitting  apparatus  is 
installed  at  a  location  which  is  not 
readily  accessible  at  all  hours  and  in  all 
seasons,  means  shall  be  provided  for 
manually  turning  the  transmitting  ap- 
psu*atus  off  at  a  point  which  is  readily 
accessible  at  all  hours  and  in  all  seasons. 
The  control  circuit  shall  be  so  designed 
that  failure  of  the  circuit  which  results 
in  loss  of  control  from  the  control  point 
will  place  the  trsmsmitter  in  a  non-radi¬ 
ating  condition. 

(5)  The  transmitting  apparatus  and 
control  point  shall  be  protected  against 
tamper!^  by  unauthorized  persons. 

(6)  The  transmitting  apparatus  shall 
be  equipped  with  suitable  automatic  cir¬ 
cuits  which  will  place  it  in  a  non-radiat¬ 
ing  condition  in  the  absence  of  an  in¬ 
coming  signal. 

(b)  An  application  for  a  new  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  translator  station  propos¬ 
ing  remote  control  operation  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  showing  as  to  the 
manner  of  compliance  with  the  require- 

S Lents  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

ny  proposal  to  change  an  authorized 
translator  from  direct  operation  to  re¬ 
mote  control  operation  shall  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  the  form  of  an  application  for 
modification  of  existing  authorization 
accompanied  by  the  same  showing  of 
compliance. 

§  4.735  Power  limitations. 

(a)  The  transmitter  power  output  of 
a  VHP  translator  shall  be  limited  to  a 
maximum  of  1  watt  peak  visual  power. 
In  no  event  shall  the  transmitting  ap¬ 
paratus  be  operated  with  power  output 
in  excess  of  the  manufacturers  rating. 

(b)  The  transmitter  power  output  of 
a  UHF  translator  shall  be  limited  to  a 
maximum  of  100  watts  peak  visual 
power.  In  no  event  shall  the  transmit¬ 
ting  apparatus  be  operated  with  power 
output  in  excess  of  the  manufacturers 
rating. 

(c)  No  limit  is  placed  upon  the  effec¬ 
tive  radiated  power  which  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  use  of  horizontally  or  ver¬ 
tically  directive  transmitting  antennas. 

§  4.736  Emissions  and  bandwidth. 

(a)  The  license  of  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  authorizes  the 
transmission  of  the  visual  signal  by  am¬ 
plitude  modulation  (A5)  and  the  ac¬ 
companying  aural  signal  by  frequency 
modulation  (F3). 

(b)  Standard  width  television  chan¬ 
nels  will  be  assigned  and  the  transmit¬ 
ting  apparatus  shall  be  operated  so  as 
to  limit  spurious  emissions  to  the  lowest 
practicable  value.  Any  emissions  in¬ 
cluding  intermodulation  products  and 
radio  frequency  haimonics  which  are 
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uhJ  rilftll  be  affixed  at  the  adjustment  which  could  result  In  Improper  opera-  ately  reflected  In  the  next  application  for 
bearing  a  suitable  warning.  tion,  shall  be  made  by  or  imder  the  direct  renewal  of  license  of  the  television  broad- 

®°!JrThe  apparatus  shall  be  equipped  supervision  of  an  operator  holding  a  cast  translator  station, 
jtgnatic  circuits  which  will  place  valid  first  or  second  class  radiotelephone 
a  ndn-radiating  condition  when  no  operators  license  issued  by  the  Commis- 
Is  being  received  on  the  input  sion. 

•^nel  either  due  to  absence  of  a  (f )  -The  choice  of  transmitting  and  re- 
P^mitted  signal  or  failiu-e  of  the  re-  ceiving  antennas  is  left  to  the  discretion 
portion  of  the  translator.  The  of  the  applicant.  In  general,  the  trans- 
^^fttic  circuits  may  include  a  time  mitting  antenna  should  be  designed  to 
iS^^ture  to  prevent  interruptions  in  provide  maximum  signal  over  the  area 
J^tnaislator  operation  due  to  signal  Intended  to  be  served  and  to  minimize 
'iMag  OT  <^er  momentary  failures  of  radiation  over  other  areas,  particularly 
Upcoming  signal.  those  in  which  interference  could  be 

(7)  The  tube  or  tubes  employed  in  the  caused  to  the  reception  of  other  sta- 
teal  radio  frequency  amplifier  shall  be  tions.  The  Commission  reserves  the 

appropriate  power  rating  to  pro-  right  to  require  the  use  of  suitable  di- 
yjg  rated  power  output  of  the  trans-  rective  transmitting  antennas  in  order 
tator  The  manufacturer  shall  specify  to  permit  the  assignment  of  the  same 
Se  mrrect  direct  current  and  voltage  channel  to  two  or  more  television  broad- 
untied  to  the  plate  of  the  final  ampli-  cast  translator  stations  located  in  the 
or  tubes  to  obtain  the  rated  same  general  area.  An  application  for 
yamc  output.  The  apparatus  shall  be  construction  permit  for  a  new  television 
ec^ped  with  suitable  meters  or  meter  broadcast  translator  station  or  for 
jacks  so  that  the  values  of  plate  current  changes  in  the  facilities  of  an  authorized 
and  voltage  can  be  measured  while  the  station  shall  supply  complete  details  of 
apparatus  is,  in  operation.  the  proposed  receiving  and  retransmit- 

(8)  Ihe  transmitter  shall  be  equipped  ting  antenna  systems,  including  an  ac- 
wlth  an  automatic  keying  device  capable  curate  plot  of  the  field  pattern  of  the 
of  tianAnitting  the  call  sign  assigned  to  transmitting  antenna,  if  directive, 
tbe  station  in  International  Morse  code  Either  vertical,  horizontal,  or  circular 
iilthin  5  minutes  of  the  hour  and  half  polarization  may  be  used. 

toor.  Tra^Mon  of  the  call^ro  ^  g  Equipment  ebrntgea. 

be  accomplished  either  by  turning  the  ^ 

visual  and  aural  carriers  on  and  off  in  No  change,  either  mechanical  or 

the  proper  sequence  or  by  super-impos-  electrical,  may  be  made  in  type  approved 
Ing  an  audio  frequency  tone  containing  apparatus  except  upon  instructions  of 
the  telegraphic  identification  on  the  car-  the  manufacturer  of  the  equipment, 
rier  radiated  by  the  translator.  The  based  upon  Commission  approval  for  the 
modulation  level  of  the  identifying  signal  change  granted  to  the  manufacturer  in 
shall  not  be  less  than  30  percent  of  the  accordance  with  §  4.750(b). 
aural  signal.  ^b)  Formal  application  (PCC  Form 

(8)  Wiring,  shielding,  and  construe-  346)  is  required  for  any  of  the  following 
tion  shall  be  in  accordance  with  ac-  changes: 

cepted  principles  of  good  engineering  ^1)  Replacement  of  the  transmitter  as 

a  whole,  except  by  one  of  an  identical 

(d) (1)  Any  manufacturer  desiring  to  type, 
submit  a  translator  for  tsrpe  approval  ^2)  A  change  in  the  transmitting 
ihftii  supply  the  Commission  with  full  antenna  system,  includmg  the  direction 
gMciflcation  details  (two  sworn  copies)  radiation,  directive  antenna  pattern, 
u  well  as  the  test  data  specified  in  this  o*"  transmission  line, 
section.  If  this  information  appears  to  ^3)  An  mcrease  in  the  overall  height 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  rules,  ship-  ^be  antenna  above  ground  of  more 
ping  instructions  will  be  issued  to  the  than  20  feet  or  which  will  result  in  an 
manufacturer.  The  shipping  charges  to  overall  height  above  ground  of  more 
and  from  the  Laboratory  at  Laurel,  than  170  feet. 

Maryland,  shall  be  paid  for  by  the  manu-  A  change  of  the  control  point  of 

facturer.  Approval  of  a  translator  will  ^  remotely  controlled  television  broad- 
only  be  given  on  the  basis  of  the  data  cast  translator  stetion  or  any  change  in 
obtained  from  a  sample  translator  sub-  the  control  circuits, 
mltted  to  the  Commission  for  test.  <5)  Any  change  in  the  location  of  the 

(2)  In  approving  a  translator  upon  the  transmitter  except  a  move  within  the 

basis  of  the  tests  conducted  by  the  Lab-  same  building  or  upon  the  same  tower 
oratory,  the  Commission  merely  recog-  and  any  horizont^  change  in  the 

niaes  (hat  the  type  of  translator  has  the  location  of  the  transmitting  antenna  m 
inherent  capability  of  functioning  in  ^  ,  ,  . 

compliance  with  the  rules,  if  properly  6  A  change  of  frequency  ^ignment. 
constructed,  maintained,  and  operated.  A  change  of  authorized  operating 

(3)  Additional  rules  with  respect  to  .  ...  . 

withdrawal  of  type  approval,  modiflea-  ..  4  obar^e  of  the  primary  TV  sta¬ 
tion  of  type  approved  equipment,  and  retransmitted, 

limitations  on  the  findings  upon  which  ^uipment  Ranges  n^ 

type  approval  is  based  are  set  forth  in  specifically  referred  to  above  may  be 
Part  2.  Subpart  F,  of  this  chapter.  the  Ucensee 

(e)  The  installation  of  a  television 

XX*  v.  11  vi^0  uiSviriCt/  ilX  v0l0VlSiOH 

translator  station  shall  be  broadcast  translator  station  is  located 
mwe  c^y  by,  or  under  the  direct  super-  Commission’s  Washington,  D.C. 

wton  of,  a  qualified  electronics-engineer,  office  are  notified  in  writing  upon  com- 
^  any  repairs  or  adjustments  made  pletion  of  such  changes,  and  provided 
during  or  subsequent  to  the  installation,  further  that  the  changes  are  aw>ropri- 


TECHNZCAL  OPERATION 
§  4.761  Frequency  tolerance. 

The  licensee  of  a  television  broadcast 
translator  station  shall  maintain  the 
visual  carrier  frequency  and  the  aural 
center  frequency  at  the  output  of  the 
translator  within  0.02  percent  of  its  as¬ 
signed  frequencies  when  the  primary 
station  is  operating  exactly  on  its  as¬ 
signed  frequency.'  This  tolerance  shall 
not  be  exceeded,  at  times  when  the  pri¬ 
mary  station  is  not  exactly  on  its  as¬ 
signed  frequencies,  by  more  than  the 
amount  of  departure  by  the  primary 
station. 

§  4.762  Frequency  monitors  and  meas¬ 
urements. 

(a)  The  licensee  of  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  is  not  required  to 
provide  means  for  measuring  the  operat¬ 
ing  frequencies  of  the  transmitter. 
However,  only  eqxiipment  having  the  re¬ 
quired  stability  will  be  approved  for  use 
at  a  television  broadcast  translate:  sta¬ 
tion. 

(b)  In  the  event  that  a  television 
broadcast  translator  station  is  found  to 
be  operating  besrond  the  frequency 
tolerance  prescribed  in  $4,761,  the  li¬ 
censee  shall  promptly  suspend  operation 
of  the  translator  and  shall  not  resume 
operation  imtil  the  translator  has  been 
restored  to  its  assigned  frequencies.  Ad¬ 
justment  of  the  frequency  determining 
circuits  of  a  television  broadcast  trans¬ 
lator  station  shall  be  made  only  by  a 
qualified  person  in  accordance  with 
$  4.750(d). 

§  4.763  Time  of  operation. 

(a)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  is  not  required  to  adhere  to  any 
regular  schedule  of  operation.  However, 
the  licensee  of  a  television  translator 
station  is  expected  to  provide  a  depend¬ 
able  service  to  the  extent  that  such  is 
within  its  control  and  to  avoid  unwar¬ 
ranted  interruptions  to  the  service  pro¬ 
vided. 

(b)  If  causes  beyond  the  control  of  the 
licensee  require  that  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  remain  inopera¬ 
tive  for  a  period  in  excess  of  10  days,  the 
Engineer  in  Charge  of  the  radio  dis¬ 
trict  in  which  the  station  is  located  shall 
be  notified  promptly  in  writing,  describ¬ 
ing  the  cause  of  failure  and  the  steps 
taken  to  place  the  station  in  operation 
again,  and  shall  be  notified  promptly 
when  the  operation  is  resumed. 

(c)  Failure  of  a  television  broadcast 

translator  station  to  operate  for  a  period 
of  30  days  or  more,  except  for  causes 
beyond  the  control  of  the  licensee,  shall 
be  deemed  evidence  of^discontinuance  of 
operation  and  the  license  of  the  station 
will  be  cancelled.  — 

(d)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  shall  not  be  permitted  to  radiate 
during  extended  periods  when  signals  of 
the  primary  station  are  not  being 
retransmitted. 

§  4.764  Station  inspection. 

The  licensee  of  a  television  broadcast 
translator  station  shall  make  the  station 
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and  the  records,  required  to  be  kept  by 
the  rules  in  this  sul^rt,  available  for 
inspection  by  representatives  of  the 
Commission. 

§  4.765  Posting  of  station  and  operators 
licenses.  '  ' 

(a)  The  station  license  and  any  other 
instrument  of  authorization  or  individ¬ 
ual  ^order  concerning  the  construction 
of  the  equipment  or  manner  of  operation 
shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  in 
the  room  in  which  the  transmitter  is 
located  so  that  all  terms  thereof  are 
visible:  Provided,  That 

(1)  If  the  transmitter  is  operated  by 
remote  control  pursuant  to  §  4.734,  the 
station  license  shall  be  posted  in  the 
above  described  manner  at  the  control 
point. 

(2)  If  the  transmitter  is  installed  so 
as  to  be  exposed  to  the  elements  and 
posting  of  the  license  would  result  in  its 
being  so  exposed,  the  license  or  a  photo 
copy  thereof  may  be  kept  in  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  operator  in  charge  of  the 
transmitter.  If  a  photo  copy  is  used,  the 
original  license  shall  be  conveniently 
available  for  inspection  by  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  Commission. 

(b)  The  original  of  each  station  op¬ 
erator  license  shall  be  posted  at  the  place 
where  he  is  on  duty:  Provided,  however’. 
That  if  the  original  license  of  a  station 
operator  is  posted  at  another  radio  trans¬ 
mitting  station  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  governing  that  class  of  station  and 
is  there  available  for  inspection  by  a 
representative  of  the  Commission,  a 
verification  card  (Form  758-F)  is  ac¬ 
ceptable  in  lieu  of  the  posting  of  such 
license:  And  provided,  further,  however. 
That  if  the  operator  in  charge  holds  a 
restricted  radiotelephone  (H>erator  per¬ 
mit  of  the  card  form  (as  distinguished 
from  the  diploma  form),  he  shall  not 
post  that  permit  but  shall  keep  it  in  his 
personal  possession. 

§  4.766  Operator  requirements. 

(a)  The  routine  operation  of  a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  translator  station  shall 
be  carried  on  only  by  a  person  holding  a 
valid  Radiotelephone  Operator  Permit, 
or  a  First  or  Second  Class  Radiotele¬ 
phone  Operator  license.  The  operator  is 
not  required  to  continuously  supervise 
the  operation  of  the  transmitter  but 
shall  observe  its  operation  either  at  the 
transmitter  or  at  a  monitoring  point 
established  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  4-734  within  one  hour  after  the  trans¬ 
mitter  is  placed  in  operation  each  day 
and  at  intervals  of  no  more  than  6  hours 
during  operation. 

•  (b)  Any  repairs  or  adjustments  to  a 
television  broadcast  translator  station 
which  might  result  in  improper  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  equipment  shall  be  made  only 
by  or  under  the  direct  supervision  of  a 
person  holding  a  valid  First  or  Second 
Class  Radiotelephone  Operator  license 
issued  by  the  Commission. 

(c)  The  licensed  operator  on  duty  and 
In  charge  of  a  television  broadcast 
translator  station  may,  at  the  discretion 
of  the  licensee,  be  employed  for  other 
duties  or  for  tiie  operation  of  another 
station  or  stations  in  accordance  with 
the  class  of  license  which  he  holds  and 


the  rules  and  regulations  governing  such 
stations.  However,  such  duties  shall  in 
nowise  interfere  with  the  operation  of 
the  television  broadcast  translator 
station. 

§  4.767  Marking  and  lighting  of  antenna 
structures. 

The  marking  and  lighting  of  antenna 
structures  employed  at  a  television 
broadcast  translator  station,  where  re¬ 
quired,  will  be  specified  in  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  issued  by  the  Commission.  Part  17 
of  this  chapter  sets  forth  the  conditions 
under  which  such  marking  and  lighting 
will  be  required  and  the  responsibility 
of  the  licensee  with  regard  thereto. 

§  4.768  Additional  orders. 

In  cases  where  the  rules  contained  in 
this  part  do  not  cover  all  phases  of  op¬ 
eration  or  experimentation  with  respect 
to  external  effects,  the  (Commission  may 
make  supplemental  or  additional  orders 
in  each  case  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary. 

§  4.769  Copies  of  rules. 

The  licensee  of  a  television  broadcast 
translator  station  shall  have  current 
copies  of  Part  3,  Part  4,  and  Part  17  of 
this  chapter  available  for  use  by  the 
operator  in  charge  and  is  expected  to  be 
familiar  with  those  rules  relating  to  the 
operation  of  a  television  broadcast  trans¬ 
lator  station.  Copies  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  may  be  obtained,  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  OfBce,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  at  nominal  cost. 

OPERATION 
§  4.781  Station  records. 

(a)  The  licensee  of  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  shall  maintain  an 
operating  log  showing  the  following: 

(1)  Hours  of  operation.  — 

(2)  Call  letters,  channel,  and  location 
of  primary  station  or  stations. 

(3)  Time  of  periodic  observation  re¬ 
quired  by  §  4.731,  and  operating  condi¬ 
tions,  signed  by  the  operator  making  the 
observation. 

(4)  A  record  of  all  repairs,  adjust¬ 
ments,  maintenance,  tests,  and  equip¬ 
ment  changes,  showing  the  date  of  such 
events,  the  name  and  qualifications  of 
the  person  performing  the  operation,  and 
a  brief  description  of  the  matter  logged. 

(b)  Where  an  antenna  structure  is 
required  to  be  illuminated,  see  §  17.38  of 
this  chapter. 

(c)  The  operating  log  shall  be  made 
available,  upon  request,  to  any  author¬ 
ized  representative  of  the  Commission. 

(d)  Station  records  shall  be  retained 
for  a  period  of  two  years. 

§  4.782  [Reserved] 

§  4.783  Station  identification. 

(a)  The  call  sign  of  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  shall  be  trans¬ 
mitted  in  international  Morse  Code,  by 
means  of  an  automatic  keying  device,  at 
the  beginning  and  end  of  each  period  of 
operation  and,  during  .operation,  within 
5  minutes  of  the  hour  and  half  hour. 
This  transmission  may  be  accomplished 
either  by  turning  the  visual  and  aural 
carriers  of  the  translator  on  and  off  in 


the  proper  sequence  or  by 
ing  an  audio  frequency  tone  SSS: 
the  telegraphic  identification  ^5! 
visual  and  aural  carriers  radiated  bv 
translator.  The  modulation  level  S  T 
identifying  signal  shall  not  be  iLs 
30  percent  of  the  aural  signal  ^ 

(b)  The  Commission  may,  in  its  hi. 

specify  other  methods^ 

identification. 

(c)  Call  signs  for  television  broadewt 
translator  stations  will  be  made  uont 
the  initial  letter  K  or  W  followed  by  tS 
channel  number  assigned  to  the  tra^ 
lator  and  two  letters.  The  use  of^ 
initial  letter  will  generally  follow  the 
pattern  used  in  the  broadcast  servS 
i.e.,  stations  west  of  the  MisslsslS 
River  will  be  assigned  an  initial  letter  g 
and  those  east  of  the  Mississippi  RivS 
the  letter  W.  The  two  letter  comblna- 
tions  following  the  channel  number  will 
be  assigned  in  order  and  requests  for  the 
assignment  of  particular  combi^tlons 
of  letters  will  not  be  considered. 

§  4.784  Rebroadcasts. 


(a)  The  term  “rebroadcast”  means  the 
reception  by  radio  of  the  programs  or 
other  signals  of  a  radio  or  televlskm 
station  and  the  simultaneous  or  subse¬ 
quent  retransmission  by  radio  of  such 
programs  or  signals  for  direct  reception 
by  the  general  public. 

.(b)  The  licensee  of  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  station  shall  not  rebroad¬ 
cast  the  programs  of  any  television 
broadcast  station  or  other  television 
broadcast  translator  station  without  ob¬ 
taining  prior  consent  of  the  station 
whose  signals  or  programs  are  proposed 
to  be  retransmitted.  'The  Commissiim 
shall  be  notified  of  the  call  letters  of  each 
station  rebroadcast  and  the  licensee  of 
the  television  broadcast  translator  sta¬ 
tion  shall  certify  that  express  authority 
has  been  received  from  the  licensee  of 
the  station  whose  programs  are  re¬ 
transmitted. 

(c)  A  television  broadcast  translator 
station  is  not  authorized  to  rebroadcast 
the  transmission  of  any  class  of  station 
other  than  a  television  broadcast,  or 
another  television  broadcast  translator 
station. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10403;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1059; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  21  1 

[Docket  No.  11995;  FCC  59-1230] 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO  SERVICES 
(OTHER  THAN  MARITIME  MOBILE) 

Third  Report  and  Order 

1.  On  April  9,  1957,  the  Commlsslcm 
released  a  notice  of  proposed  fiile 
making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 
The  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  16,  1957,  and  the  time  allowed  for 
filing  comments,  which  was  extended  to 
September  17,  1957,  and  further  extend¬ 
ed  to  October  21,  1957  by  notices  in  the 
Federal  Registm  on  June  4,,  1957  and 
October  12,  1957,  respectively,  has  ex¬ 
pired.  The  comments  and  replies  have 
been  carefully  considered. 


ftiMsday,  December  9,  1959 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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.  The  Commission,  by  its  First  Re- 
order  in  this  proceeding,  which 
^’“^^jtedDecember  11, 1957  and  pub- 
••yrilthe  ProraAL  Register  on  De- 
19  1957.  deleted  §§  21.501(e). 
and  21.508(f)  from  Part  21  of 
Sended  §  21.501(a)  to  estab- 
SLTmw  Zone  X  on  the  frequency  pair 
Me;  amended  §  21.501(d)  to 
^•JjT^able  the  additional  frequen- 
2;  3552  Me  and  43.22  Me  for  assign- 
Sit  to  base  stations  rendering  one-way 
service;  and  added  a  new 
to  implement  in  Part  21  the 
l^ons  made  for  Domestic  Fixed 
Sue  Service  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Islands  under  footnote  NG35  to 
i3o4(a)  of  Part  2  of  the  rules.  The 
ito^tloned  rule  changes  and  addi- 
^  were  made  effective  December  13, 


1167. 


ments  in  support  thereof  are  rendered 
moot. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  A.  T.  &  T.  petition  and  the 
related  comments  in  support  thereof,  for 
establishment  of  public  two-way  air-to- 
groimd  radiotelephone  service  in  the 
bands  455-456  Me  and  460-461  Me,  are 
denied,  but  without  prejudice  to  such 
further  consideration  as  the  Commission 
may  accord  public  air-ground  communi¬ 
cation  service  in  the  disposition  of  the 
general  allocation  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  11987:  And  it  is  ordered.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i).  303(c)  and  303(r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  and  sections  '4(a)  and  4(c)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  that  the 
proceeding  in  Docket  No,  11995  is  ter¬ 
minated  effective  December  2,  1959. 


3  On  February  12,  1958,  the  Com- 
adopted  its  Second  Report  and 
Orier  in  this  proceeding,  public  notice 
{hereof  being  released  by  the  Commis- 
iaa  on  ^bruary  13,  1958  and  published 
tatheProwAi.  Register  on  February  19, 
1958,  amending  §§  21.501(b),  21.5Ci(c) 
and  21.601(a)  of  Part  21  of  its  rules  so 
H  to  increase  the  number  of  assignable 
ndio  channels  in  the  152-162  Me  and 
Me  bands  by  reduction  of  the 
ehaond  widths  formerly  authorized.  At 
that  time,  because  of  other  interrelated 
nilwnaklng  proceedings,  the  Commis- 
fion  held  in  abeyance  final  action  with 
regard  to  the  disposition  to  be  made  of 
the  4&M56  Me  and  460-461  Me  blocks 
of  frequencies  which  were  proposed  to 
be  reallocated  (Docket  No.  11959)  from 
Remote  Broadcast  Pickup  and  Citizens 
Radio  Services  to  the  Domestic  Public 
Laad  Mobile  Radio  Service  for  assign¬ 
ment  to  wireline  telephone  common  car¬ 
riers.  np(m  evaluation  of  the  comments 
filed  relative  thereto,  and  after  also  care- 
fuBjr  considering  the  merits  of  the 
American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany  petition  (filed  April  1,  1858) ,  pro¬ 
posing  that  the  455-456  Me  and  460-461 
Me  blocks  of  frequencies  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  common  carrier  two-way  air- 
to-ground  mobile  radiotelephone  service, 
together  with  the  comments  and  testi¬ 
mony  presented  relative  thereto  (Dockets 
Mb.  11959, 11995  and  11997)  by  National 
Aviation  Trades  Association.  Aeronauti¬ 
cal  Radio,  Inc.,  AC  Spark  Plug  Division 
of  General  Motors  Corporation,  et  al., 
the  Commission  concurrently  herewith, 
in  connection  with  its  Fifth  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order  in  Docket  No. 
11959,  has  withdrawn  its  rule-making 
WWJeal  for  reallocation  of  such  fre- 
buencies  to  common  carriers.  At  the 


Adopted:  December  2, 1959. 
Released:  December  4, 1959. 

Feheral  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

^Secretary. 


IP.R.  Doc.  50-10400;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:50  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHAN6E 
COMMISSION 


[17  CFR  Part  230  I 

CERTAIN  TRANSACTIONS  BY  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  BANK  FOR  RECON¬ 
STRUCTION  AND  DEVELOPMENT 


Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 


On  February  10,  1958  (Release  No. 
4028),  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Coinmission  announced  that  it  had 
under  consideration  a  proposed  Rule  144 
(§  230.144)  which  would  define  the  term 
“transactions  by  an  issuer  not  involving 
any  public  offering”  in  section  4(1)  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and  the  term 
“distribution”  in  section  2(11)  of  the 
Act  as  not  including  certain  proposed 
activities  by  the  International  Bank  for 
Reconstruction  and  Development. 

Since  publication  of  notice  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  it  has  become  clear  that  there  is 
no  present  need  for  the  suggested  rule. 
Consequently,  the  Commission  has  de¬ 
termined  to  discontinue  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  it. 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 


under  consideration  a  proposed  new  rule 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  This 
rule,  which  would  be  designated  Rule  155 
(§  230.155) ,  is  in  the  form  of  a  definition 
of  the  phrase  “transactions  by  an  is- 
surer  not  involving  any  public  offering” 
in  section  4(1)  of  the  Act.  Its  purpose 
is  to  make  clear  that  a  public  offering  of 
convertible  security,  which  at  that  time 
is  immediately  convertible  into  another 
security  of  the  same  issuer  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  imderlying  security), 
by  persons  who  purchas^  the  conver¬ 
tible  security  from  an  issuer  in  a  private 
placement,  or  a  public  offering  of  the 
underlying  security  received  by  such 
persons  upon  conversion  of  the  con¬ 
vertible  security,  may  be  subject  to  the 
registration  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Act. 

In  a  number  of  situations  the  asser¬ 
tion  has  been  made  that  the  hoiders  of  a 
convertible  security,  purchased  in  a 
“private  placement.”  may  later  sell  to 
the  public  the  convertible  security,  or  the 
security  into  which  it  is  convertible,  free 
of  the  prohibitions  of  section  5  of  the 
Act  because  the  proposed  distribution 
will  not  involve  a  transaction  by  the 
issuer  or  an  underwriter  or  the  security 
to  be  distributed  is  “free  stock,”  or  the 
secuiity  transaction  is  otherwise  exempt 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  sections 
3(a)  (9)  or  4(1)  of  the  Act.  These  views, 
if  followed,  may  deprive  public  investors 
of  information  necessary  to  informed 
investment  decisions  and  may  otherwise 
impair  or  impede  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Commission’s  over-all  administration 
and  enforcement  of  the  Act.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  directed  its  staff 
to  conduct  a  comprehensive  re-exami¬ 
nation  and  review  of  all  relevant  legis¬ 
lative  and  other  statutory  materials, 
prior  Commission  and  staff  actions,  and 
the  points  of  view  and  arguments  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Bar  and  those  engaged 
in  the  securities  business.  As  a  result  of 
such  examination  and  review,  the  staff 
has  recommended  that  the  Commission 
publish  for  public  consideration  and 
comment  proposed  Rule  155,  as  i^t  forth 
below,  in  order  that  the  Commission  may 
reach  a  conclusion  whether  to  adopt  the 
proposed  rule  after  consideration  cf  the 
view's  of  all  persons  having  an  interest 
in  the  matter.  The  proposed  rule  is 
based  upon  staff  conclusions  and  recom¬ 
mendations  summarized  below: 

L  It  has  been  generally  understood 
that  a  conversion  is  an  exchange  within 
the  meaning  of  section  3(a)  (9) ,  with  the 
result  that  the  actual  transaction  of  con¬ 
version  is  exempt  if  the  other  conditions 
of  the  section  are  satisfied.  It  is  clear. 


sMne  time,  the  Commission  has  adopted 
(1)  a  second  public  notice  of  proposed 
nile  making  in  Docket  No.  11959  wherein 
it  is  proposed  to  allocate  such  frequen¬ 
ce*  to  other  radio  services,  which  are 
niA  intended  for  rendition  of  communi- 
catkm  service  for  hire,  and  (2)  a  new 
of  proposed  rule  making  looking 
to  the  additional  provision  of  public  air- 
Poood  communication  service  on  the 
frequencies  in  the  band  450-460  Me  now 
“located  for  Domestic  Public  Land  Mo- 
We  Radio  Service  by  telephone  com¬ 
potes-  Accordingly,  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  A  T.  &  T.  petition  and  the  com- 


Secretary.  , 

November  27.  1959. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10383;  Filed.  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[  17  CFR  Part  230  1 

TRANSACTIONS  BY  AN  ISSUER  NOT 
INVOLVING  ANY  PUBLIC  OFFER- 
ING;  DEFINITION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission  has 


however,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  in¬ 
trinsic  nature  of  securities  issued  in  a 
transaction  falling  within  section  3(a) 
(9)  which  justifies  consideration  of  such 
^securities  as  permanently  exempt  from 
registration  without  regard  to  any  other 
factors. 

n.  A  security  which  is  immediately 
convertible  consists  of  the  convertible 
security  and  a  right  to  acquire  the  un¬ 
derlying  security,  thus  involving  a  con¬ 
tinuous  offering  by  the  issuer  of  the 
imderlying  security.  A  purchaser  of  the 
convertible  security  acquires  it  and  the 
right  and  no  more.  If  he  offers  to  sell 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


the  convertible  security,  he  offers  to  sell 
the  right,  thus  transferring  the  issuer’s 
offer  of  the  imderlying  security,  orig¬ 
inally  limited  to  the  persons  to  whom 
the  convertible  security  was  initially  of¬ 
fered,  into  an  offer  to  all  persons  to 
whom  the  convertible  security  is  now 
offered.  The  issuer’s  offer  of  the  under¬ 
lying  security  terminates  upon  exercise 
or  expiration  of  the  right.  At  any  one 
time  a  person  can  own  only  one  security 
or  the  other;  he  can  never  own  both. 
Consequently,  it  cannot  be  said  that  a 
purchase  of  the  convertible  security  in¬ 
cludes  a  simultaneous  purchase  of  the 
underlying  security.  In  the  case  of  a 
debenture  convertible  into  an  equity  se¬ 
curity,  the  purchaser  remains  a  creditor 
until  he  chooses  to  become  an  owner 
of  the  equity  security;  the  two  interests 
never  merge.  The  transaction  of  con¬ 
version  is  an  exchange  for  value  and, 
therefore,  a  sale  under  the  Securities  Act 
and  under  accepted  commercial  practice 
and  understanding. 

TTT  An  issuer  has  a  direct,  intimate 
and  continuing  connection  with  any  offer 
it  is  making  of  a  security,  whether  by 
virtue  of  a  right,  conversion  privilege  or 
otherwise,  so  long  as  that  offer  con¬ 
tinues.  As  to  the  issuer,  then,  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  section  5  and  exemptions 
therefrom  under  section  4(1),  the  entire 
transaction  of  offer^  and  sale  in  the  situ¬ 
ation  under  discussion  is  open  and  in¬ 
complete  until  the  public  offering  and 
sale  of  both  securities  are  completed,  or 
the  possibility  of  a  public  offering  is 
terminated. 

rv.  ’The  issuer’s  right  to  rely  upon  the 
exemptive  provisions  of  section  4(1) 
must  be  tested  against  the  economic,  fi¬ 
nancial  and  legal  characteristics  of  the 
transaction,  with  particular  reference  to 
the  motives  and  expectations  upon  the 
part  of  both  the  issuer  and  the  initial 
purchasers  which  are  a  cause  and  e  re¬ 
sult  of  the  decision  to  employ  a  convert¬ 
ible  security  in  the  transaction. 

V.'An  issuer  contending  that  there 
will  be  no  public  offering  in  the  entire 
transsu;tion  assumes  a  heavy  burden  of 
proof.  This  burden  can  presumably  be 
carried  where  the  issuer  surrounds  the 
transaction  with  restrictions  designed  to 
preclude  the  possibility  that,  without 
registration,  the  underlying  security  will' 
be  offered  to  the  public,  either  directly  or 
by  virtue  of  a  public  offering  of  the  con¬ 
vertible  security.  It  is  not  sustained' 
simply  by  obtaining  from  purchasers  as¬ 
surances  that  they  are  acquiring  thq 
convertible  security  with  no  present  in¬ 
tention  to  distribute  that  security,  or 
even  with  no  present  intention  to  dis¬ 
tribute  the  imderlying  security.  If  the 
purchaser  should  state  upon  acquisition 
of  the  convertible  security,  or  if  the  is¬ 
suer*  should  understand,  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  purchaser  to  distribute 
the  underlying  security  directly,  or  by 
a  public  offering  of  the  convertible  se¬ 
curity,  if  and  when  the  relation  between 
the  market  price  of  that  security  and  the 
conversion  price  made  it  profitable  to  do 
so,  the  issuer  could  not  successfully 
maintain  that  no  public  offering  was  in¬ 
volved  in  the  entire  transaction.  In  the 
ordinary  case  of  a  private  placement  of 
a  convertible  security,  it  must  be  pre¬ 


sumed  that  this  will  in  fact  be  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  usual  purchaser,  absent 
restrictions  preventing  him  from  doing 
so,  even  though  that  intention  is  not 
expressly  stated.  Likewise,  it  must  be 
presumed  that  the  issuer  understands 
that  such  is  the  intention  of  the  pur¬ 
chaser.  If  not,  the  conversion  privilege 
does  not  serve  its  normally  intended 
purpose. 

VI.  These  assumptions  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  purchaser  of  a  con¬ 
vertible  security  in  a  private  placement 
may  be  a  statutory  underwriter  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  distribution  by  him  of  either 
security.  Assuming  that  a  probable  pub¬ 
lic  offering  of  the  underlying  secmity, 
directly  or  indirectly  by  an  offering  of 
the  convertible  security,  is  inherent  in 
the  situation  and  that  the  issuer  cannot 
rely  on  the  second  clause  of  section 
4(1),  this  conclusion  may  be -reached 
upon  either  of  two  grounds.  The  first 
is  that  the  purchaser  is  playing  an  in¬ 
dispensable  role  in  a  distribution  by  an 
issuer  involving  a  public  offering  and, 
therefore,  is  “offering  or  selling  for’’  the 
issuer,  despite  the  absence  of  an  under¬ 
standing  or  agreement  between  them. 
Alternatively,  it  could  be  said  that,  since 
the  purchaser  reasonably  contemplated 
a  distribution,  directly  or  indirectly,  of 
the  underlying  security  when  he  pur¬ 
chased  the  convertible  security  (includ¬ 
ing  the  conversion  right),  he  has  pur¬ 
chased  the  convertible  security  with  a 
view  to  the  distribution  of  a  security 
(the  underlying  security)  and,  hence,  he 
may  be  an  underwriter.  In  view  of  the 
wording  of  section  2(11),  it  does  not 
appear  essential  that  an  imderwriter 
offer  or  sell  the  same  security  that  he 
purchased,  if  the  security  is  altered  or 
converted  in  the  interim.  Thus,  if  an 
issuer  split  its  stock,  or  reclassiffed  it, 
after  acquisition  for  distribution  by  an 
underwriter  but  before  reoffering  or  re¬ 
sale,  the  underwriter  would  still  be  an 
underwriter. 

vn.  These  views  are  consistent  with 
fundamental  principles  announced  in 
various  prior  statements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  One  of  these  principles  is  that 
the  essential  purpose  of  the  first  and 
second  clauses  of  section  4(1)  is  to  draw 
the  line  between  aii^isolated  transaction 
or  transactions  with  particular  persons 
on  the  one  hand,  and  transactions  which 
are  in  reality  part  of  a  distribution  of 
securities.  In  any  attempt  to  reach  a 
conclusion  in  this  area,  the  entire  trans¬ 
action  and  not  merely  a  part  of  it  must 
be  considered.  Applying  this  principle, 
a  transaction  having  inherent  in  it  the 
probability  that,  before  its  completion, 
a  large  block  of  securities  will  be  distrib¬ 
uted  to  the  general  public  appears  to  be 
of  such  a  nature  as  not  to  be  entitled 
to  exemption  under  section  4(1). 

VIII.  This  does  not  mean  that  regis¬ 
tration  necessarily,  or  even  properly, 
should  be  required  at  the  time  when  the 
convertible  security  is  privately  placed. 
There  are  at  least  three  reasons  for  not 
requiring  registration  at  this  point:  first, 
there  is  no  present  public  offering  and 
there  may  never  be  one;  second,  the 
original  sale  of  the  convertible  security 
might  be  regarded  as  a  preliminary 
agreement  with  an  underwriter  as  to 


the  underlying  security;  or  third  fv. 
second  clause  of  section  4(1)^;,®* 
regarded  as  available  untU  eve^'  ^ 
onstrate  that  a  public  offerimr 
volved.  When,  however.  the^blirS* 
fering  materializes.  registrationStt 
necessary.  What  will  be  reQuimfi.r 
establish  arrangements  Sfialiv 
k^ping  the  issuer  informed  of  iSend!! 
distributions  and  restraining  their  r 
summation  until  registration  has  SI' 
accomplished. 

IX.  For  purposes  of  the  provision*  m 
sections  2(11) ,  4(1) ,  and  5  of  the 
ties  Act,  the  transaction  involved 
private  placement  by  an  issuer  of  a  cm* 
yertible  security  is  not  completed  S 
the  disposition  of  the  underlying  seci^l, 
is  determined.  The  scope  and  SS 
of  these  sections  extend  to  a  public  oto 
ing  of  such  security  and  registratS 
should  be  effected  prior  to  any  mmu 
offering  of  such  security  or  of  the  cm 
vertible  security  unless  the  circumstanci* 
of  the  acquisition  and  retentiwi  of  the 
convertible  and  of  the  underling  secu 
rity  are  such  that  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  do  not  apply. 

The  text  of  Rule  155  (5  230.155) 
which  is  proposed  pursuant  to  section 
19(a)  of  the  Act,  follows: 

§230.155  Definition  of  “TransactiowLf 

an  issuer  not  involving  any  pnKfa 
offering”  in  section  4(1)  for  ttg. 
tain  transactions. 

The  phrase  “transactions  by  an  issuer 
not  involving  any  public  offering”  in  sec¬ 
tion  4(1)  of  the  Act  shall  not  include  (a) 
any  public  offering  of  a  security,  which 
at  that  time  is  immediately  convertible 
into  another  security  of  the  same  issuer, 
by  or  on  behalf  of  any  person  or  persons 
who  purchased  the  convertible  secmity 
directly  or  indirectly  from  an  issuer  as 
part  of  a  non-public  offering  of  such 
security,  or  (b)  any  public  offering  by  or 
on  behalf  of  any  such  person  or  persons 
of  the  other  security  acquired  on  ccmver- 
sion  of  a  convertible  security,  unless  &e 
other  security  was  acquired  under  such 
circumstances  that  such  person  or  per¬ 
sons  are  not  underwriters  within  tite 
meaning  of  section  2(11). 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on 
the  above  rule,  in  writing,  to  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  on  or  before  January  15, 
1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

Orval  L,  DuBois, 
Secretary. 

December  2.  1959. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-10384;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[  17  CFR  Part  2401. 

MANIPULATIVE  AND  DECEPTIVE 
DEVICES  AND  CONTRIVANCES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission  1^ 
under  consideration  a  proposal  to  amenfl 


Wednesday,  December  9,  1959  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

.*u  7  (§  240.1 Ob-7)  under  the  Se-  open  market  purchases  of  the  security. 

Raw  iw  - - Qf  1934  ^  make  it  Persons  bidding  for  or  purchasing  a  se- 

stabilizing  curity  for  the  piuix)se  of  affecting  the 
price,  otherwise  than  to  facilitate  a  dis¬ 
tribution,  may  contend  that  their  activ¬ 
ities  constitute  stabilization  which  is  not 
prohibited  in  the  absence  of  a  Commis¬ 
sion  rule,  rather  than  illegal  manipula- 
has  generally  tion. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  bids  and 


any  security,  or  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  or  retarding  a  decline  in  the 
open  market  price  of  a  security:  Pro¬ 
vided.  however,  Tliat  a  bid  shall  not 
constitute  a  stabilizing  bid  imless  or 
until  it  is  shown  in  the  market. 

3.  A  new  paragraph  (c) ,  which  incor¬ 
porates  the  provisions  of  existing  para¬ 
graph  (g)  and  adds  certain  others, 
would  be  included,  as  follows: 

(c)  Prohibited  stabilizing.  No  person 
shall  effect  any  stabilizing  transaction 
(1)  which  is  not  for  the  piupose  of  fa¬ 
it  is  contended  cilitating  a  particular  distribution  of  se- 
that  while  stabilizing  may  be  in  the  pub-  curities.  or  (2!^  to  facilitate  any  offering 
lie  interest  when  it  is  done  in  connection  at  the  market. 

with  a  distribution,  because  it  facilitates  •  4  paragranhs  (c)  (d)  fe)  and  (f) 

an  expenditious  and  orderly  distribution  wonld  h? 

and  avoids  disruption  of  the  existing  ' 

market  for  the  security,  conditions  which  L’  p’ „h  fn  ^  m  L 
are  necessary  under  the  American  syS-  a.®;oUow^  amended, 

tern  of  public  financing,  no  such  reason 

to  justify  the  activity  exists  in  other  Reporting  requirements.  When 

The  Commission’s  proposal  stabilizing  purchases  are  effected  to  fa- 
would  prohibit  all  bids  or  purchases  of  a  cilitate  a  distribution,  each  person  sub¬ 
security  which  are  intended  to  peg,  fix  Ject  to  this  rule  shall  file  with  the  Com- 


Exchange 

SKul  to  effect  any 
SSiction  except  for  the  purpose  of 
ElStating  a  particular  distribution  of 
The  rule  would  continue  to 
SSthit  stabilizing  to  facilitate  a  dis- 
JSSon  at  the  market 
The  term  “stabilizing 
Jn  accepted  to  mean  the  placing  of 

S^bid  or  the  effecting  of  any  purchase  open  market  purchases  which  are  in- 
J^the  purpose  of  pegging  or  fixing  the  tended  to  affect  the  price  of  a  seemity 
of  a  security,  or  for  the  purpose  of  should  be  prohibited  when  they  are  not 
S««ting  or  retarding  a  decline  in  the  necessary  to  facilitate  a  particular  dis- 
S^market  price  of  a  security.  While  tribution  of  securities, 
the  Act  specifically  prohibits  certain 
of  manipulation,  and  the  Congress 
SSnized  stabilization  as  a  form  of 
Spuiation,  stabilization  was  not  spe- 
Euy  prohibited.  The  mandate  to 
the  Commission  under  the  Act  was  that 
Jvg  cwnmission  should  guard  investors 
uid  the  public  from  the  vicious  and  un¬ 
social  aspects  of  the  practice  by  such 
-gulation  as  might  be  necessary.*  cases, 

^  Is  generally  known,  the  Commission 

has  been  continually  studying  the  prob-  _  _ _ 

lem  of  whether  and  to  what  extent  sta-  or  stabilize  the  price  of  a  security  unless  naission  the  reports  and  notices  required 
Ijjtiring  should  be  prohibited,  and  in  such  transactions  are  for  the  purpose  of 
what  areas  it  should  be  regulated  and  facilitating  a  particular  distribution  of 
how.  In  1955,  after  obtaining  the  writ-  securities. 

ten  Views  and  comments  of  interested  Rule  lOb-7  now  provides,  in  paragraph 
persons,  and  after  a  public  hearing  on  the  (o),  that  the  Conunission  may  exempt 
gid)ject,  the  Conunission  adopted  its  particular  transactions,  either  uncon- 
Rules  lOb-6,  7  and  8  prohibiting  certain  ditionally  or  on  specified  terms  or  con- 
manipulative  activities  and  regulating  ditions,  when  they  do  not  appear  to  be 
others  in  connection  with  the  distribu-  manipulative  within  the  purpose  of  the 
tion  of  securities.”  Rule  lOb-7  regulates  rule.  Persons  who  can  clearly  demon- 
rtuhiuVing  for  the  puiT)Ose  of  facilitating  strate  that  their  proposed  stabilizing 
a  distribution,  and  prohibits  any  person  transactions,  otherwise  than  to  facilitate 
from  making  any  stabilizing  bid  or  pur-  a  particular  distribution,  are  not  man- 
chase  in  connection  with  a  distribution  ipulative  within  the  purpose  of  the  rule 
except  in  compliance  with  that  rule.  In  and  that  such  transactions  are  neces- 
general,  the  rule  requires  that  such  pur-  sary  could  still,  of  course,  make  written 
chases  be  limited  to  those  necessary  to  application  to  the  Commission  request- 
prevent  or  retard  a  decline  in  the  open  ing  that  such  transactions  be  exempted, 
market  price  of  the  security,  that  they  The  Commission’s  proposed  action 
be  made  at  price  levels  restricted  as  pro-  would  be  taken  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
vWed  in  the  rule,  that  purchasers  be  sions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
liven  notice  that  the  market  is  being  1934,  particularly  sections  9(a)(6), 
itabilized,  and  that  the  Commission  re-  10(b)  and  23(a)  thereof, 
celve  appropriate  notice  and  reports.  It  is  proposed  that  the  following 
Ibe  Commission  has  become  aware  amendments  would  be  made  to  the  rule 
that  certain  persons  have  been  effecting  •(§  240.10b-7) : 

open  market  purchases  which  are  in-  1.  Paragraph  (a)  would  be  amended, 
tended  to  create  trading  activity,  or  to  as  follows: 

affect  the  price  of  a  particular  security,  .  .  _  rrvi,  •  • 

under  circumstances  which  do  not  relate  *  Scope  of  seetton.  Tlie  provisions 

to  or  are  not  intended  to  facilitate  a  dls- 

tribution.  For  example,  there  have  been  alone  or  with  one  or  more 

dtuauons  in  which  persons  who  have  indirectly,  sto- 

borrowed  substantial  amounts  of  money  purity.  It  shall 

on  loans  collateralized  by  stock,  and  ® 

Who.  when  they  find  that  the  collateral  ?®™® 

h  becoming  Inadequate  because  of  a  de-  k®"?,,®"®*'  P®,”®”' 

dine  in  the  price  of  the  stock,  purchase  **>6  “se  of  aiiy 

tbe  security  in  the  open  market  to  “sta-  ®®  of  interstate 

bllise"  the  price  of  the  stock  and  to  5?^'®®®i  ®®  ®'  ‘*’®  ”“'®-  ®®  .®' 

Bsintaln  the  value  of  their  collateral,  '“‘“y  ®'  “QJ'  national  swurlties  ex- 
Ihere  have  been  other  situations  in  ®“*'®®  ®’®P® 

Which  issuers  or  other  persons  not  con-  f"® ,®®  “"I®"®®®  “"S' 

lemputing  any  distribution,  but  inter-  traimactmn  ”®  series  of  transactions 
»ted  in  “improving”  or  “stimulating"  ®’‘'®P*  “nipliance  with  this  section, 
or  “stabilizing”  the  existing  market  for  2.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  would  be  amend- 
s  particular  security,  undertake  to  make  ed,  as  follows : 

(3)  The  terms  "stabilize”,  “stabilizes”, 

“stabilizing”  or  “stabilized”  shall  mean 
the  placing  of  any  bid.  or  the  effecting 
of  any  purchase,  for  the  purpose  of  peg¬ 
ging,  fixing  or  stabilizing  the  price  of 


to  be  filed  by  Rule  17a-2  (§  240.17a-2). 

All  interested  persons  are  Invited  to 
submit  views  and  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  in  writing  to  Orval  L.  DuBois,  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  on  or 
before  January  15,  1960. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

November  30,  1959. 

Doc.  59-10381;  Plied,'  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[17  CFR  Part  250  ] 

EXEMPTION  OF  CERTAIN  REGIS- 
TEREO  HOLDING  COMPANIES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  is  con¬ 
sidering  adopting  a  new  Rule  14 
(§  250.14) .  under  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  exempting  cer¬ 
tain  registered  holding '  companies  from 
the  obligations,  duties  and  liabilities 
imposed  upon  them  as  registered  holding 
companies  with  respect  to  the  issue,  sale 
or  acquisition  of  shares  of  common  stock 
of  which  they  are  the  issuers. 

The  proposal  to  ad(H)t  Rule  14  is  made 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
3(a)  and  20(a)  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 

Section  3(a)  of  the  Act  provides  that 

The  Commission,  by  rules  and  regulations 
upon  Its  own  motion,  or  by  order  upon  appli¬ 
cation,  shall  exempt  any  holding  com¬ 
pany,  •  •  •  from  any  provision  or  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  unless  and  except  Insofar 
as  it  finds  the  exemption  detrimental  to 
the  public  Interest  or  the  Interest  of  in¬ 
vestors  or  consumers,  i£ — 


‘8®*  Sen.  Rep.  No.  1455,  73d.  Cong.  2d  Sess. 
PP-  54  and  55  and  Seemities  Exchange  Act 
Rtlease  No.  2446  (1940). 

*8ee  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
WM. 

No.  239 - 4 


(5)  such  holding  company  Is  not,  and  de¬ 
rives  no  material  part  of  its  income,  directly 
or  Indirectly,  from  any  one  or  more  sub¬ 
sidiary  companies  which  are,  a  company  or 
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companies  the  principal  business  of  which 
within  the  United  States  is  that  of  a  public - 
tttility  company. 

The  proposed  rule  would  uncondition¬ 
ally  exempt  every  registered  holding 
company  (1)  as  to  which  there  is  pend¬ 
ing  an  application  for  an  order  of 
exemption  under  section  3(a)(5)  of  the 
Act,  and  (2)  which  is  permitted  to  con¬ 
duct  an  investment  program  by  an  order 
of  the  Commission  which  has  become 
final  entered  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
version  of  such  company  into  an  invest¬ 
ment  company  in  compliance  with 
section  11  of  the  Act,  from  all  the  obli¬ 
gations,  duties  and  liabilities  imposed 
upon  it  by  the  Act  as  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  company,  with  respect  to  the  issue, 
sale  or  acquisition  of  shares  of  common 
stock  of  which  it  is  the  issuer,  provided 
that  the  company  so  exempted,  in  effect¬ 
ing  any  such  issue,  sale  or  acquisition, 
shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940. 

Heretofore  certain  registered  holding 
companies,  have,  with  Commission  ap¬ 
proval.  converted  into  investment  com¬ 
panies,  and  there  is  presently  one  reg- 
isteired  holding  company,  in  the  process 
of  converting  into  an  investment  com¬ 
pany  to  comply  with  section  11  of  the 
Act,  which  has  no  domestic  public-utility 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Order  150-49] 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  DISTRICT, 
MANHATTAN 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  26  of  1950,  Reor¬ 
ganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1952,  section 
7621  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  Executive  Order 
10289,  approved  September  17,  1951, 
made  applicable  to  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  by  Executive  Order  10574, 
approved  November  5,  1954,  it  is  hereby 
ordered: 

1.  Internal  Revenue  Districts  of  Lower 
Manhattan  and  Upper  Manhattan,  and 
district  directors’  offices  thereof  abol~ 
ished.  The  Internal  Revenue  District, 
Lower  Manhattan,  and  Internal  Revenue 
District,  Upper  Manhattan,  and  the  of¬ 
fice  of  district  director  of  each  such 
district  are  abolished. 

2.  Internal  Revenue  District,  Manhat¬ 
tan,  and  office  of  district  director  thereof 
established.  An  internal  revenue  district 
to  be  known  as  Internal  Revenue  Dis¬ 
trict,  Manhattan,  which  shall  include  the 
area  within  the  boundaries  of  the  inter¬ 
nal  revenue  districts  named  in  para¬ 
graph  1  as  they  existed  immediately 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  order, 
and  an  office  of  District  Director,  Man¬ 
hattan,  are  established  in  the  New  York 
City  Region  for  all  purposes  authorized 


subsidiaries  and  which  is  conducting  an 
investment  program  permitted  by  order 
of  the  Commission  which  has  become 
final.  The  Commission  believes  that  it 
is  consistent  with  the  protection  of  the 
public  interest  and  the  interest  of  in¬ 
vestors  or  consumers  that  such  a  reg¬ 
istered  holding  company,  during  the 
interim  period  while  it  is  converting  into 
an  investment  company,  be  relieved  of 
the  obligations  of  a  registered  holding 
company  with  respect  to  the  issue,  sale 
or  acquisition  of  shares  of  common  stock 
of  which  it  is  the  issuer,  provided  that 
it  be  required  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Investment  Company  Act 
of  1940  with  respect  to  any  such  issue, 
sale  or  acquisition  which  would  apply  if 
the  conversion  of  such  company  had 
been  completed  at  the  time  of  any  such 
transaction. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule  would 
read  as  follows: 

§  250.14  Exemption  of  certain  registered 
holding  eompanies  converting  into 
investment  companies  with  respect 
to  issue,  sale  or  acquisition  of  shares 
of  common  stock  of  which  they  are 
the  issuers. 

Any  registered  holding  company  as  to 
which  there  is  pending  an  application 
for  an  order  of  exemption  under  section 


3(a)  (5)’*of  the  Act,  and  which  is  tu, 
mitted  to  conduct  an  investn^nt  SSI' 
gram  by  an  order  of  the  CommiS: 
which  has  become  final,  enterSta^S?' 
nection  with  the  conversion  of  such 
pany  into  an  investment  comDan?!; 
compliance  with  section  li  of  Ssam 
shall  be  exempt  from  all  obU^tim: 
duties  and  liabilities  imposed  by  SeT!’ 
or  any  rule  promulgated  thereund^^ 
such  company  as  a  registeredhSi!. 
company,  with  respect  to  the  issue  ^ 
or  acquisition  of  shares  of  common 'stock 
of  which  it  is  the  issuer;  provided  th^ 
such  company,  in  effecting  any  s^ 
issue,  sale  or  acquisition,  shall  confmm 
to  the  requirements  of  the  InvestiS 
Company  Act  of  1940. 


«  All  interested  persons  are  hereby  jn 
vited  to  submit  views  and  comments  on 
the  proposed  rule.  Such  views  and  coZ 
ments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission.  415 
Second  Street  NW..  Washington  25  DC 
on  or  before  December  15,  1959.  '  ’’ 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

December  1, 1959. 

[P.R.  Doc.  59-10382;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  19St- 
8:48  a.in.l 


NOTICES 


by  the  internal  revenue  laws  'of  the 
United  States. 

3.  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  January  1,  1960. 

Dated:  November  25,  1959. 

[seal]  Robert  B.  Anderson, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(P.R.  Doc.  59-10398;  Piled.  Dec.  8.  1959; 
8:50  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 
BAKELY  DISTRIBUTORS,  LTD.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Denying  Export  Privileges 

In  the  matter  of  Bakely  Distributors 
Limited.  H.  Martyn  Snow,  I.  K.  Arnold, 
105  Coleherne  Court,  London  S.W.  5, 
England,  Case  No.  264;  respondents. 

Bakely  Distributors  Limited.  H.  Mar¬ 
tyn  Snow,  and  I,  K.  Arnold,  all  of  Lon¬ 
don,  England,  the  respondents  herein, 
were  charged  by  the  Director,  Investiga¬ 
tion  Staff,  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  with  having  violated  the  Export 
Control  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  in  that, 
as  alleged,  they  engaged  in  conduct 
which  induced,  the  exportation  of  goods 
from  the  United  States  and  later  trans¬ 
shipped  such  goods  to  Communist 
China,  contrary  to  the  regulations  and 
the  authorizations  under  which  the 
goods  had  been  exported  from  the  United 
States.  They  answered  the  charging  let¬ 


ter,  admitting  the  substance  of  the 
charges  but  citing  various  factors  in  al¬ 
leged  mitigation. 

In  accordance  with  the  practice,  the 
case  was  referred  to  the  CompUance 
Commissioner,  who  has  reported  that  the 
evidence  supports  findings  of  violation 
and  has  recommended  that  the  respond¬ 
ents  be  denied  export  privileges  so  long 
as  export  controls  remain  in  effect 

Now,  after  considering  the  entire  rec¬ 
ord  consisting  of  the  charged,  the  evi¬ 
dence  submitted  in  support  thereof,  the 
answers  and  other  evidence  submitted  by 
respondents,  and  the  Report  and  Recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Compliance  Commis¬ 
sioner,  I  hereby  make  the  following 
findings  of  fact. 

1.  At  all  times  hereinafter  mentioned, 
respondent  Bakely  Distributors  Limited 
was  a  corporation  engaged  in  import  and 
export  business  in  London,  England,  re¬ 
spondent  H.  Martyn  Snow  was  its  senior 
director,  and  respondent  I.  K.  Arnold 
was  also  a  director. 

2.  The  respondents,  prior  to  their  pur¬ 
chase  and  the  exportation  from  the 
United  States  of  the  goods  hereinafter 
mentioned,  had  entered  into  contracts 
for  the  sale  and  delivery  thereof  to  a  firm 
in  Shanghai,  China. 

3.  Respondents  knew  that  the  Export 
Control  Regulations  of  the  United  States 
did  not  permit  the  exportation  of  goods 
from  the  United  States  to  Communist 
China. 

4.  Having  such  knowledge,  they  caused 
to  be  ordered  from  one  American  ex¬ 
porter  a  microtome  knife  sharpener, 


^tinetday,  December  9,1959 

.  .  at  $258.25  delivered,  and  from 
American  supplier  a  quantity  of 
rauges.  valued  at  $614  and,  in 
with  such  purchases,  they 
®SSSted  and  caused  to  be  represented 
^*’!S^erican  suppliers  that  the  port 
Si^tiMtion  for  the  said  sharpener  and 
2^*^ges  was  Gdynia.  Poland 
®V^ln  their  correspondence  with  each 
suppliers  concerning  the  trans- 
respondents  at  no  time  disclosed 
S  £  of  them  that  they  were  pur- 
the  goods  for  transshipment  to 
?!^nist  China  and,  by  this  silence 
^fSeir  designation  of  Gdynia,  Poland, 
•““the  port  of  destination,  caused  the 
JinrJiers  to  believe  that  the  goods  were 
Sg  pm-chased  by  them  to  be  delivered 
M^land  as  the  ultimate  destination. 

8  m  compliance  with  the  orders  given 
rn  behalf  of  the  respondents,  the  sup¬ 
ers  exported  the  said  metal  gauges  and 
microtome  knife  sharpener  from  the 
united  States  to  Gdynia.  Poland,  under 
the  General  License  applicable  thereto 
ind  related  shipper’s  export  declarations 
authorizing  the  delivery  thereof  to 
Priand  as  the  country  of  ultimate  desti¬ 
nation. 

'  7  In  accordance  with  the.  contracts 
which  the  respondents  had  with  their 
purchaser  in  Communist  China,  they 
caused  the  said  microtome  knife  sharp¬ 
ener  and  metal  gauges  to  be  trans¬ 
shipped  to  Shanghai  in  Communist 
China,  following  arrival  at  Gdynia, 
Poland. 

And  from  the  foregoing,  I  have  con¬ 
cluded  (a)  that  in  violation  of  §  381.5  of 
the  Export  Control  Regulations,  respon¬ 
dents  concealed  a  material  fact  and 
made  false  and  misleading  representa¬ 
tions  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  expor¬ 
tations  from  the  United  States,  and  that 
the  same  resulted  in  the  authorizations 
of  the  exportations  involved  herein  by 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  and  by 
Collectors  of  Customs  at  the  ports  of 
New  York  and  San  Francisco;  and  (b) 

.  that  respondents  diverted  and  trans¬ 
shipped  the  goods  involved  herein  from 
Gdynia,  Poland,  to  Shanghai,  China, 
contrary  to  prior  representations  made 
'  by  them  as  to  the  ultimate  destination  of 
the  goods  and  the  regulations  governing 
the  exportation  of  goods  under  the  Gen¬ 
eral  License  to  which  resort  was  had,  in  • 
violation  of  §  381.6  of  the  Export  Control 
Regulations. 

In  his  report  the  Compliance  Com¬ 
missioner  said  in  part : 

ThU'Is  another  of  those  cases  where  alT 
EnglUh  firm,  actively  engaged  in  Communist 
Chinese  trade,  arranges  with  another  firm, 
frequently  in  a  foreign  country  such  as 
Holland,  for  the  purch.'ise  of  goods  under 
representations  or  appearances  that  the 
foods  are  Intended  for  an  approvable  destl- 
MUon,  and  then  causes  the  goods  to  be 
transshipped  to  Communist  China.  A  some¬ 
what  similar,  but  not  identical,  case  was  that 
InvrdTlng  London  Export  Corporation  Ltd., 
which  also  arranged  with  a  Dutch  firm  for 
the  purchase  by  that  firm  of  goods  to  be 
•Hipped  in  the  first  instance  to  Holland,  and 
then  transshipped  the  goods  to  Communist 
China.  (22  FH.  3765,  May  29,  1957.)  In  that 
oee.  the  Dutch  firm  knew  that  the  goods 
woe  Intended  for  Communist  China  and  de¬ 
livered  the  documents  to  London  Export, 
vblch  then  directed  the  transshipment.  In 
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this  case,  the  respondents  were  actively  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  Communist  Chinese  trade  and. 
in  fact,  respondent  Arnold,  while  a  director 
or  officer  of  M.  Newmark  &  Company  Ltd., 
also  of  London,  England,  had  been  fully  in¬ 
formed  about  United  States  Export  Regula¬ 
tions  during  the  course  of  an  investigation 
of  a  transshipment  of  boric  acid  to  Commu¬ 
nist  China.  (21.  FJt.  1941,  March  29.  1956; 
21  F.R.  2851,  May  1,  1956.)  In  this  case,  re¬ 
spondents  also  used  a  Dutch  firm  to  do  the 
actual  purchasing  of  both  consignments 
but.  not  as  in  London  Export,  there  is  no 
evidence  that  they  informed  the  Dutch  in¬ 
termediary.  or  that  the  Dutch  intermediary 
had  any  reason  to  believe,  that  Communist 
China  and  not  Poland  was  the  true  ultimate 
destination  for  both  shipments. 

Respondents  have  been  candid  with  the 
Department  of  Commerce  as  to  what  tran¬ 
spired  herein  in  that,  following  the  detection 
of  the  transshipments,  they  disclosed  many 
relevant  facts  in  responses  to  interrogatories 
submitted  by  the  Bureau’s  Investigation 
Staff.  Similarly,  In  acknowledging  receipt  of 
the  charging  letter,  they  conceded  the 
charges  therein  made  and  offered  no  denial, 
except  that  they  had  assumed  that  an  expor¬ 
tation  pursuant  to  General  License  was 
freed  of  all  restrictions  and  was  not  subject 
to  any  controls.  Considering  the  respond¬ 
ents’  activity  in  the  Communist  Chinese 
trade,  respondent  Arnold’s  prior  experience 
with  an  Investigation  concerned  with  unau¬ 
thorized  transshipments  to  Communist 
China,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  re¬ 
spondents  couched  their  correspondence 
with  the  suppliers,  I  am  convinced  that  they 
were  in  fact  aware  that  the  General  License 
Involved  herein  was  not  an  absolute,  uncon¬ 
ditional  license  authorizing  transshipment 
anywhere  in  the  world  but,  on  the  contrary, 
permitted  shipment  only  under  particular 
circumstances  or  to  particular  destinations 
explicitly  set  forth  in  the  regulations,  with¬ 
out  requiring  an  exporter  to  make  prior  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  specific  license  or  what  is 
more  often  called  a  “validated  license.’’  Even 
If  respondents  had  not  had  the  prior  experi¬ 
ence  and  knowledge  which  1  have  concluded 
they  did  have,  the  obvious  meaning  of  the 
word,  ’’license,”  in  the  combination  words, 
“General  License,”  is  that  it  is  a  permission 
or  authorization  to  do  something  which  is 
otherwise  prohibited.  This  imposes  on  any¬ 
one  undertaking  to  avail  himself  of  such  a 
license  the  duty  to  ascertain  whether  what 
is  intended  to  be  done  is.  in  fact,  authorized 
thereby.  All  the  correspondence  in  this  case 
makes  clear  that  the  General  License,  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  the  respondents  were  seeking 
to  have  the  goods  exported  and  did  have 
them  exported,  was  a  General  License  au¬ 
thorizing  the  exportation  of  the  goods  in¬ 
volved  to  Poland  and  not  to  Communist 
China.  Such  consideration  as  normally 
might  be  given  to  the  frankness  and  co-op¬ 
eration  of  the  respondents  in  providing  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  with  facts  in¬ 
volved  in  these  violations  and  to  their  pro¬ 
testations  that  in  the  future  they  will  not 
engage  in  transactions  which  might  involve 
contraventions  of  the  Export  Control  Regu¬ 
lations,  may  not,  under  the  circumstances 
of  this  case,  be  accorded  to  them.  Section 
382.1  of  the  Regulations  provides  for  the 
denial  of  export  privileges  to  persons  who 
violate  the  regulations.  In  this  case,  there 
does  not  appear  to  be  any  evidence  which 
would  persuade  pie  to  recommend  that  there 
be  any  mitigation  of  that  sanction.  It  is 
therefore  my  recommendation  that  the  re¬ 
spondents  be  denied  export  privileges  so  long 
as  export  controls  are  in  effect. 

Having  concluded  that  the  recom¬ 
mended  action  is  fair,  just,  and  necessary 
to  achieve  effective  enforcement  of  the 
law:  It  is  hereby  ordered: 


9949 

I.  Henceforth,  and  so  long  as  export 
controls  shall  be  in  effect,  the  said  re¬ 
spondents.  their  agents,  servants,  and 
employees,  be.  and  they  hereby  are  de¬ 
nied  all  privileges  of  participating,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity,  in  any  exportation  of  any  com¬ 
modity  or  technical  data  from  the  United 
States  to  any  foreign  destination,  includ¬ 
ing  Canada,  whether  such  exportation 
has  heretofore  or  hereafter  been  com¬ 
pleted.  Without  limitation  of  the  gen¬ 
erality  of  the  foregoing  denial  of  export 
privileges,  participation  in  an  exporta¬ 
tion  is  deemed  to  include  and  prohibit 
participation,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  manner  or  capacity,  (a)  as  a  party 
or  as  a  representative  of  a  party  to  any 
validated  export  license  application,  (b) 
in  the  obtaining  or  using  of  any  validated 
license,  or  resorting  to  a  procedure  per¬ 
mitted  by  any  General  License,  or  the 
utilization  of  any  export  control  docu¬ 
ment,  (c)  in  the  receiving,  ordering,  buy¬ 
ing.  selling,  using,  or  disposing  in  any 
foreign  country  of  any  commodities  in 
whole  or  in  part  exported  or  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  from  the  United  States,  and  (d) 
in  storing,  financing,  forwarding,  trans¬ 
porting,  or  other  servicing  of  such  ex¬ 
ports  from  the  United  States. 

II.  Such  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  extend  not  only  to  the  respondents, 
but  also  to  any  person,  firm,  corporation, 
or  business  organization  with  which  they 
now  or  hereafter  may  be  related  by  affili¬ 
ation,  ownership,  control,  position  of 
responsibiUty,  or  other  connection  in  the 
conduct  of  trade  in  which  may  be  in¬ 
volved  exports  from  the  United  States 
or  services  connected  therewith. 

III.  Without  prior  disclosure  to,  and 
specific  authorization  from  the  Bureau 
of  Foreign  Commerce,  no  person,  firm,- 
corporation,  partnership,  or  other  busi¬ 
ness  organization,  whether  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere,  shall,  on  behalf  of 
or  in  any  association  with  any  respond¬ 
ent,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner 
or  cai>acity,  (a)  apply  for,  obtain,  or 
use  any  license,  shipper’s  export  declara¬ 
tion,  bill  of  lading,  or  other  export  con¬ 
trol  document  relating  to  any  such 
prohibited  activity  or  (b)  order,  receive, 
buy,  use,  sell,  dispose  of,  finance,  trans¬ 
port,  or  forward  any  commodity  hereto¬ 
fore  or  hereafter  exported  from  the 
United  States.  Nor  shall  any  person  do 
any  of  the  foregoing  acts  with  respect  to 
any  such  commodity  or  exportation  in 
which  any  respondent  may  have  any  in¬ 
terest  of  any  kind  or  nature. 

Dated;  November  13,  1959. 

Frank  W.  Sheaffer, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  0/  Export  Supply. 

IF.R.  Doc.  59-10357;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:45  ajn.] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

CONTINUITY  OF  SERVICES  IN  AND 
FOR  ALASKA 

Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Pm-suant  to  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  by  law  and  by 
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NOTICES 


delegation  from  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  hereby  authorized  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  authority  of  the' Secretary  of 
Commerce  to  continue  to  perform  the 
following  services  in  and  for  Alaska  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  44(b)  of  the 
Alaska  Omnibus  Act  (Public  Law  86-70) : 

Maintenance  of  small  airfields;  main<i 
tenance  or  construction  of  access  roads 
and  bridges  not  on  any  Federal-aid 
highway  system;  services  and  repairs  to 
vehicles,  equipment,  and  facilities  where 
no  commercial  services  are  available; 
snow  removal;  building  maintenance 
and  alterations;  and  providing  utilities 
(electric  energy,- water,  and  heating)  for 
housing  at  isolated  installations. 

2.  The  authorization  set  forth  herein 
is  subject  to  the  conditions  that  (1)  serv¬ 
ices  shall  be  performed  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  same  were  performed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  Jime  30,  1959,  (2)  the  period  during 
which  such  services  aT‘e  performed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  authorization  shall  not  ex¬ 
tend  beyond  Jtme  30,  1964,  and  (3) 
appropriate  reimbursement  shall  be 
made  by  the  State  of  Alaska  for  the  cost 
of  performing  such  services,  out  of  State 
funds,  without  allocation  or  use  of  funds 
authorized  by  section  44(a)  of  the 
Alaska  Omnibus  Act. 

3.  The  authority  herein  delegated  may 
be  redelegated  to  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Bureau  of  Public  Roads. 

Dated:  December  2,  1959. 

Frederick  H.  Mueller. 

Secretary  of  Commerce. 

[FJi.  Doc.  59-10393;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:50  a.m.] 


EDMUND  W.  DUGAN 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register. 

A.  Deletions :  No  change. 

B.  Additions:  No  change 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1959. 

Edmund  W.  Dugan. 

December  1,  1959.  . 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10394;  Filed.  Dec.  8.  1959; 
8:50  a.m.l 


KEVIN  G.  SHEA 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
last  six  months. 


.  A.  Deletions;  None. 

B.  Additions:  Wheeling  Steel  Corp. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Novem¬ 
ber  14.  1959. 

Kevin  G.  Shea. 

November  25,  1959. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10395;  Filed,  Dec.  8.  1959; 
8:50  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  12544] 

BAY  AREA  ELECTRONIC 
ASSOCIATES 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  John  F.  Egan  and 
Robert  Sherman,  d/b  as  Bay  Area  Elec¬ 
tronic  Associates,  Santa  Rosa,  California. 
Docket  No.  12544,  Pile  No.  BP-11319;  for 
construction  permit. 

Pursuant  to  agreement  of  coimsel:  It 
is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  December  1959, 
that  a  further  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  will  be  held  at  the 
offices  of  the  Commission  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  on  December  28,  1959,  at 
10  a.m. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  59-10404;  Filed,  Dec.-  8,  1959; 
8:51  RAn.] 


(Docket  No.  9401,  etc.;  PCC  59M-1634] 

CANNON  SYSTEM,  LTD.  (KIEV)  ET  AL. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Cannon  System, 
Ltd.  (KIEV),  Glendale,  California. 
Docket  No.  9401,  Pile  No.  BP-7260;  Rob¬ 
ert  D.  Lamb  and  Charles  R.  Dooley,  d/b 
ais  Southland  Communications  Co.,  Ana¬ 
heim,  California.  Docket  No.  12641,  Pile 
No.  BP-10725;  Donald  C.  McBain, 
Howard  G.  Hoegsted,  George  W.  Irwin 
and  Arthur  B.  Balinger,  d/b  as  Upland 
Broadcasting  Company,  Upland.  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Docket  No.  12645,  Pile  No.  BP- 
11942;  Robert  Burdette  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  West  Covina,  California,  Docket 
No.  12689,  Pile  No.  BP-12471;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  of  Novem¬ 
ber  18.  1959,  which  reopened  the  record 
and  enlarged  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing:  It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of 
December  1959,  that  a  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m.,  De¬ 
cember  18,  1959,  at  the  offices  of  the 
Commission,  looking  toward  further 
hearing. 

Released:  December  3,  1959. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

-  Secretary, 

(FJl.  Doo.  59-10405;  Filed,  Dec.  8.  1959; 
8:51  ajin.] 


(Docket  No.  13274;  PCC  59M-1642|  ' 

WOOD  BROADCASTING,  INC 
(WOOD-TV) 


Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Wood  Broeri<^.» 
ing,  Inc.  (WOOD-TV).  Grand  iSSi 
Michigan,  Docket  No.  13274-  piuT 
BPCT-2673;  for  construction 'permit  i 
change  existing  facilities.  ” 

It  is  ordered.  ’This  3d  day  of  Deceaw 
1959,  that  J.  D.  Bond  will  preside  atth* 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  proceed! 
ing  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
mence  on  January  ll,  i960,  in 
ington,  D.C. 


Released:  December  4, 1959.- 


[SEAL] 
[F.R.  Doc. 


Federal  CoMMUNicAnon 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary, 

59-10406;  Filed,  Dec,  8  IKS' 
8:51  a.m.]  ’  ’ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOil 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(Classification  No.  459] 

CALIFORNIA' 

Small  Tract  Classification; 
Amendment 

November  30,  1959. 

Effective  immediately.  Federal  Reg>. 
ister  Document  55-8788  appearing  on 
pages  8201  and  8202  of  the  issue  for  No¬ 
vember  1, 1955,  is  hereby  amended  to  tbe 
following  extent:  i 

1.  Under  paragraph  1  the  "Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1936"  should  read 
“Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938.” 

2.  The  following  described  land  listed 
under  paragraph  1  is  revoked  from  tbe 
classification  order  since  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined  to  be  patented  land: 

T.  26  S.,  R.  34  E.,  M.D.M., 

Sec.2.N>/2N»/2- 

ROLLA  E.  ChlANDLBt, 
Officer-in-charge,  South^ 
Field  Group,  Los  Angeles,  Cal¬ 
ifornia. 

(F.R.  Doc.  59-10380;  Filed.  Dec,  8,  1959; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  0-18840] 

BERNARD  HAYS  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

December  3. 1959. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  24,  1959, 
Bernard  Hays,  et  al.  (Applicant)  filed 
an  application  in  Docket  No.  0-18840, 
pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Hcgie 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Hope)  from  cw- 
tain  acreage  in  the  Center  District,  Gil¬ 
mer  County,  West  Virginia,  all_  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  whicn 


December  9,  1959 
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Wednesday  f 

«  nn  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
*  niiblic  inspection.  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  December  22, 

subject  sales  are  covered  by  a  gas  1959,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing 
lie  contract  dated  March  11,  1954,  be-  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Applicant,  as  seller,  and  Hope,  as  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
cm  file  with  the  Commission  as  concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
B-  Hays,  et  al.,  PPC  Gas  Rate  the  issues  presented  by  the  application 
ft^ule  No.  3.  Concurrently  with  this  of  Leach  Lease,  H.  L.  Smith,  Agent,  in  the 
^^Jeation,  Applicant  filed  a  notice  of  above-entitled  proceeding:  Provided. 
ISwllation  of  its  related  FPC  Gas  Rate  however.  That  the  Commission  may, 
“^ule,  which  notice  has  been  ac-  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dispose  of 
filing  and  designated  as  Sup-  the  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
No.  1  to  Bernard  R.  Hays,  et  al.,  sions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Com- 
^  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3.  mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Applicant  was  authorized  on  July  13,  Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
1955  m  Docket  No.  G-5652  to  render  the  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
^ce  to  Hope,  herein  proix>sed  to  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
oh^oned,  under  its  gas  sales  contract  be  represented  at  the  hearing.  Failure 
^jljjch  11. 1954.  of  any  party  to  appear  at  and  participate 

"on  May  1,  1958,  Applicant  and  Hope  in  the  hearing  shall  be  construed  as 
entered  into  a  formal  agreement  to  ter-  waiver  of  and  concurrence  in  omission 
minate  said  contract.  of  the  intermediate  decision  procedure 

Applicant  states  that  the  volume  of  in  cases  where  a  request  therefor  is  made, 
eas  available  for  delivery  under  this  con-  The  application  herein  was  duly 
Jact  has  declined  to  the  point  where  it  noticed  in  consolidation  with.  In  the 
is  no  longer  economically  feasible  to  Matters  of  W.  H.  Mosser  and  Son,  et  al., 
continue  the  operation.  Docket  No.  G-4354,  et  al.,  by  publication 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis-  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  2, 1956 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under  (21F.R.  1406-7). 
the  appUcable  rules  and  regulations  and  Joseph  H.  Gutridb^ 

to  that  end:  Secretary. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 

the  authority  contained  in  and  Subject  [P  R-  Doc.  59-10369:  Piled,  Dec.  8.  1959; 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
PWeral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  January 
5, 1960  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 

441  O  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 

Provided,  however.  'That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing, 
dispose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
Iffocedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25.  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  C!PR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1959.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IPA.  Doc.  59-10368;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:46  a.m.] 


in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  ai^  open  to  public 
inspection. 

By  instrument  dated  January  10, 1959, 
the  Guy  M.  Kincheloe,  et  ux..  Lease  was 
assigned  by  Tallyho  to  Mohawk.  Con¬ 
currently  with  its  application.  Mohawk 
filed  a  notice  of  succession  to  Tallyho 
Oil  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  1  with  the  above-mentioned  assign¬ 
ment.  Said  notice  and  assignment  were 
accepted  by  the  Commission  and  Tally- 
ho’s  Rate  Schedule  was  redesignated  as 
Margaret  K.  Macfarlane,  et  al.,  d/b/a 
Mohawk  Gas  and  Oil  Producers  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1;  the  assignment 
was  designated  as  Supplement  No.  1  ■ 
thereto. 

The  production  facilities  involved  in 
this  sale  include  customary  lease  equip¬ 
ment  and  approximately  one  mile  of 
2-inch  field  line  connecting  the  well  with 
Hope’s  existing  line  in  Union  District. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end ;  , 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1960  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters 
involved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  proc^ure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnec¬ 
essary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1959.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  psirticipate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  59-10370;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:46  am.] 


(Docket  Nos.  0-13652,  0-18143] 

TALLYHO  OIL  CO.^  AND  MOHAWK 
GAS  AND  OIL  PRODUCERS  ‘ 

Notice  of  Applications  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

December  3,  1959. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  5, 1957, 
Tallyho  Oil  Company  (Tallyho)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  G^13652  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  Tallyho 
to  sell  natural  gas  to  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Hope)  from  the  Guy  M. 
Kincheloe.  et  ux..  Lease  located  in  Union 
District,  Wood  County,  West  Virginia,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

This  sale  was  covered  under  a  gas  sales 
contract  dated  October  3,  1957,  between 
Tallyho,  as  seller,  and  Hope,  as  buyer, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  as 
Tallyho  Oil  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1. 

Take  further  notice  that  on  March  24, 
1959,  Mohawk  Gas  and  Oil  Producers 
(Mohawk)  filed  in  Docket  No.  Cr-18143 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  Mohawk  to  continue  the  sale 
of  gas  involved  in  the  aforesaid  Docket 
No.  G-13652.  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 


[Docket  No.  0-18369,  0-18511] 

ZAPATA  OFF-SHORE  CO.  AND 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE 
LINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 
December  2,  1959. 

Take  notice  that  the  hearing  in  the 
above-designated  matters  recessed  on 
December  1,  1959,  by  the  Presiding  Ex-^ 


(Docket  No.  0-4896] 

LEACH  LEASE 
Notice  of  Date  of  Hearing 

December  3,  1959. 

Take  notice  that,  pursuant  to  the 
auttiority  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
I^wer  Commission  by  sections  7  and  15 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commis- 


mining  partnership  composed  of  A.  R. 
Kelly  and  Arthur  S.  Moats. 

*A  partnership  composed  of  Andrew  Alli¬ 
son,  Frank  Cashier,  Stephen  M.  Jankowski, 
Margaret  K.  Macfarlane,  Francis  Mulroy, 
Mathew  F.  Patulskl,  Robert  O.  Tyo.  and 
Edwin  O.  Waters. 
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aminer  to  be  resumed  on  December  9, 
1^9.  is  further  postponed  to  a  date  to 
be  hereafter  fixed  by  further  notice. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

fyjl.  Doc.  50-10372;  Piled.  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:47  ajn.J 


[Docket  No.  0-202181- 

TEXAS  GAS  CORP. 

Order  for  Hearing,  Suspending  Pro¬ 
posed  Change  in  Rate,  and  Allow¬ 
ing  Increased  Rate  To  Become  Ef¬ 
fective  Upon  Filing  of  Motion  and 
Undertaking  To  Assure  Refund  of 
Excess  Charges 

December  2.  1959. 

Texas  Gas  Corporation  (Texas  Gas) 
on  November  2,  1959,  tendered  for  filing 
Supplement  No.  12  to  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1,  proposing  an  increase  in 
rate  of  0.1336  cent  from  14.0203  cents 
to  14.1539  cents  per  Mcf  for  gathered  gas 
sold  to  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Texas  Eastern) .  The  proposed 
increased  rate  reflects  the  incidence  of 
the  Texas  Severance  Beneficiary  Tax  of 
1  y2  percent  of  the  wellhead  value  of  the 
gas  and  reimbiu-sement  by  buyer  to  seller 
of  %ths  of  such  tax.  Texas  Gas  requests 
that  the  30 -day  notice  requirement  be 
waived  to  permit  the  tax  increase  to  be 
effective  retroactively  as  of  September 
1.  1959,  the  date  seller  became  liable  for 
such  tax. 

Texas  Gas  purchases  the  subject  gas 
from  various  producers  in  Texas,’  gath¬ 
ers  it  through  its  gathering  system,  and 
resells  the  gas  to  Texas  Eastern.  The 
tax  clause  in  the  contract  embodied  in 
Texas  Gas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
1  provides  that  buyer  shall  reimburse 
seller  for  ysths  of  any  sales,  occupation, 
or  severance  tax  or  taxes  of  a  similar 
nature  in  addition  to  or  greater  than 
those  being  levied  on  February  28,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  advised  that  liti¬ 
gation  is  being  instituted  to  challenge  the 
constitutionality  of  the  Texas  Severance 
Beneficiary  Tax.  In  consideration  of  this 
fact,  and  in  order  to  assure  appropriate 
refund  in  the  event  said  tax  should  be 
declared  unconstitutional  or  otherwise 
held  invalid  by  final  judicial  decision,  it 
is  deemed  advisable  to  suspend  the  said 
proposed  increased  rate  and  charge. 

ITie  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter  upon 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  said  proposed  change,  and  that  the 
above-designated  supplement  be  sus- 


*  Stowell,  Big  Hill  and  Paiinett  Fields,  Jef¬ 
ferson  County,  Texas;  E.  Mayes,  S.  Mayes, 
Stowell,  and  E.  Jackson  Pasture  Fields,  Cham¬ 
bers  County,  Texas;  and  N.  Port  Neches  and 
W.  Port  Neches  Fields,  Orange  County,  Texas 
(Bailroad  Commission  District  No,  3). 


pended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Texas  Gas’  proposed  increased  rate  be 
made  effective  as  hereinafter  provided 
and  that  Texas  Gas  be  required  to  file 
an  undertaking  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reuu- 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concering  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  supplement  to  Texas  Gas’  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Supplement  No.  12  to 
Texas  Gas’  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 

1  is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  December  4,  1959, 
and  until  such  fuither  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  hereinafter 
prescribed. 

(C)  The  rate,  charge,  classification, 
and  service  set  forth  in  the  above- 
designated  filing  shall  be  effective  as  of 
December  4,  1959:  Provided,  however. 
That,  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  Texas  Gas  shall  file  a  motion 
as  required  by  section  4(e)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  concurrently  execute 
and  file  wdth  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  the  agreement  and  undertaking 
described  in  paragraph  (E)  below. 

(D)  Texas  Gas  shall  refund  at  such 
times  and  in  such  amounts  to  the  per¬ 
sons  entitled  thereto,  and  in  such 
manner  as  may  be  required  by  final 
order  of  the  Commission,  the  difference 
between  the  presently  effective  rate  and 
charge  and  the  proposed  increased  rate 
and  charge  hereby  allowed  to  become 
effective  in  the  event  the  Texas  Sever¬ 
ance  Beneficiary  Tax  is  for  any  reason 
held  to  be  invalid.  Should  said  tax 
eventually  be  held  invalid  and  the  State 
of  Texas  make  refund,  with  interest,  of 
the  tax  monies  collected  pursuant  to 
said  tax,  then,  and  in  that  event,  a  pro¬ 
portionate  part  of  the  interest  so  re¬ 
ceived  by  Texas  Gas  herein  shall  be 
passed  on  and  paid  to  the  persons  en¬ 
titled  thereto  at  such  times,  and  in  such 
amounts,  and  in  such  manner  as  may 
be  required  by  final  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Texas  Gas  shall  bear  all  costs 
of  any  such  refunding;  shall  keep  ac¬ 
curate  accounts  in  detail  of  all  amounts 
received  by  reason  of  the  increased  rate 
or  charge  allowed  by  this  order  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  for  each  billing  period, 
specifying  by  whom  and  in  whose  behalf 
such  amounts  were  paid;  and  shall  re¬ 
port  (original  and  four  copies) ,  in  writ¬ 
ing  and  under  oath  to  the  Commission 
quarterly  or  monthly  if  Texas  Gas  so 
elects,  for  each  billing  period,  and  for 
each  purchaser,  the  billing  determinants 
of  natural  gas  sales  to  such  purchasers 


and  the  revenues  resulting  therefw» 
as  computed  under  the  rate  in  effect  to 
mediately  prior  to  the  date  upon  whfch 
the  increased  rate  allowed  by  this  ord» 
becomes  effective,  and  imder  the 
allowed  by  this  order  to  become  effeT 
tive,  together  with  the  differences  in  the 
revenues  so  computed.  ^ 

(E)  As  a  condition  of  this  order 
within  20  days  from  the  date  of  issuance 
hereof,  Texas  Gas  shall  concuhenUy 
execute  and  file  (original  and  three  (3) 
copies)  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  its  motion  to  make  the  rate 
effective  and  its  written  agreement  and 
undertaking  to  comply  with  the  terms 
of  paragraph  (D)  hereof,  signed  by  a 
responsible  officer  of  the  corporation 
evidenced  by  proper  authority  from  the 
Beard  of  Directors,  and  accompanied  by 
a  certificate  showing  service  of  copies 
thereof  upon  all  purchasers  under  the 
rate  schedule  involved,  as  follows: 

Agreement  and  Undertaking  of  Texas  Gas 
Corporation  To  Comply  With  the  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  Paragraph  (f>)  of  Fed- 
eral  Power  Commission’s  Order  for  Hear¬ 
ing,  Suspending  Proposed  Change  in 
Rate,  and  Allowing  Increased  Rate  To 
Become  Effective  Upon  Filing  of  Moiion 
ad  Undertaking  To  Assure  Refund  of  Ex¬ 
cess  Charges 

In  conformity  with  the  requirements  of 
the  order  issued  (Date),  in  Docket  No.  Q- 
20218,  Texas  Gas  Corporation  hereby  agrees 
and  undertakes  to  comply  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  paragraph  (D)  of  said 
order,  and  has  caused  this  agreement  and 
undertaking  to  be  excuted  and  sealed  in  its 
name  by  its  officers,  thereupon  duly  au¬ 
thorized  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  resolution  of  its  Board  of  Directm,  a 
certified  copy  of  which  is  appended  hereto 
this _ day  of _  1959. 

Texas  Gas  Corporation 
By . : - 

Attest: 


(Secretary) 

Unless  Texas  Gas  is  advised  to  the  con¬ 
trary  within  15  days  after  the  date  of 
filing  such  agreement  and  undertaking, 
the  agreement  and  undertaking  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  accepted. 

(F)  If  Texas  Gas  shall,  in  conformity 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  para¬ 
graph  (D)  of  this  order,  make  the  re¬ 
funds  as  may  be  required  by  order  of 
the  Commission,  the  undertaking  shall 
be  discharged,  otherwise  it  shall  remain 
in  full  force  and  effect. 

(G)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  the  period  of  suspension  has  ex¬ 
pired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(H)  Interested'  State  commissions 
may  participate  as  provided  by  §§  1-8 
and  1.37(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f)). 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutridb, 
Secretary. 

[P.R,  Doc.  59-10371;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.l 
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FEDERAL  REGISTER 


search  Foundation  to  determine  the  cause 
of  abnormal  temperatures  in  the  upper  core 
of  the  facility  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  described  therein  and  in  compliance 
with  the  conditions  contained  in  paragraph 
4  of  License  No.  R— 3,  els  amended. 

2.  Paragraph  4a.  of  License  No.*  R-3.  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  els  follows: 

4a.  Armour  Research  Foundation  shall  not 
operate  the  facility  at  power  levels  in  excess 
of  50  kilowatts  until  Armoiu:  ReseELTCh 
Foundation  has  submitted  data  to  substan¬ 
tiate  the  safety  of  operation  at  higher  power 
levels  and  the  Commission  hELS  authorized 
such  operation  by  further  amendment  to 
this  license. 

Date  of  issuance:  December  3,^1959. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Kirk, 
Deputy  Director, 

Division  of  Licensing  and  Regulation. 

(F.R.  Doc.  59-10355;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  50-1] 

abmour  research  foundation 

Of  ILLINOIS  INSTITUTE  OF  TECH¬ 
NOLOGY 

No»ic«  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 
Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
cnArev  commission  has  issued  Amend- 
1.  set  forth  below,  to  License 
St  1^-3  as  amended,  authorizing  Ar- 
Zur  Rwearch  Foundation  of  Illinois 
Stitute  of  Technology  to  conduct 
Jertain  test  operations  to  determine  the 
Suse  of  abnormal  temperatures  in  the 
core  of  the  facility.  The  Commis- 
don  has  found  that  conduct  of  the  test 
“rations  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  license,  as 
amended,  will  not  present  any  undue 
hazard  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
pubUc  and  will  not  be  inimical  to  the 
common  defense  and  security. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  prior 
public  notice  of  proposed  issuance  of  this 
amendment  is  not  necessary  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  since  the  conduct  of  the  test 
operations  would  not  present  any  suTi- 
stantial  change  in  the  hazards  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public  from 
those  previously  considered  and  evalu¬ 
ated  in  connection  with  the  previously  a  construction  permit  substantially  as 
approved  operation  of  the  facility.  set  forth  below  unless  within  fifteen  days 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s  filing  of  this  notice  with  the 

rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2).  the  p^ce  of  the  Federal  Register  a  request 
Commission  will  direct  the  holding  of  a '  *  formal  hearing  is  filed  with  the 

formal  hearing  on  the  matter  of  issuance  Commission  as  provided  by  the  Commis- 
of  the  license  amendment  upon  receipt  of  ®  rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2) . 
a  request  therefor  from  the  licensee  or  Such  request  should  be  addressed  to  the 
an  intervener  within  30  days  after  the  Secretary  at  the  ^C’s  Ofidce  in  Ger- 
issuance  of  the  license  amendment.  mantown,  Ma^land  or  the  ABC’s  Pub- 

Requests  for  formal  hearing  should 

be^dressed  to  the  Secretary  at  the  further  detafis 

ABC’s  offices  at  Germantown,  Maryland.  ^  application  submitted  by 

or  to  the  ABC’s  Public  Document  Room.  American  Aviation.  Inco^orated 

1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

For  further  details,  see  (1)  Reactor  Op-  Bvahi^ion 

eratlons  Reports  Nos.  9  and  10  submitted 

by  Armour  Research  Foundation  of  Illi-  a 

nols  Institute  of  Technology,  and  (2)  a 

hazards  analysis  of  the  test  operations  ^  ? 

prepared  by  the  Hazards  Bvaluation  ® 

Branch.  Division  of  Licensing  and  Regu- 
lation,  both  on  file  at  the  ABC’s  Public 

Document  Room.  A  copy  of  item  (2)  of  Licensmg  and  Reg- 

above  may  be  obtained  at  the  ABC’s  ^ 

Public  Document  Room  or  upon  request  Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  1st 
addressed  to .  the  Atomic  Bnergy  Com-  day  of  December  1959. 

o’f  UcSikinTand  ' 

Regulation.  ^  R.  L.  Kirk, 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  3d  Deputy  Director,  Division  of 

day  of  December  1959.  Licensing  and  Regulation. 

For  the  Atomic  Bnergy  Commission.  Pkoposed  Construction  Pi*mit 

_  „  '  1.  By  application  dated  August  18,  1959, 

.  R.  L.  KIRK,  and  amendment  thereto  dated  September  11, 

Deputy  Director,  Division  of  1959  (hereinafter  together  referred  to  els  “the 

Licensing  and  Regulation.  application”)  North  American  Aviation,  In- 

ILicense  No.  R-3.  as  amended;  Arndt.  IJ  1()4  license  de- 

'  fined  in  §  50.21  of  Part  50,  “Licensing  of 
1.  License  No.  R-3,  as  amended,  is  hereby  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities”,  Title 
(mended  to  authorize  Armour  Research  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR,  authorizing  construction 
Foundation  of  Illinois  Institute  of  Tech-  and  operation  at  its  site  in  Ventura  County, 
^ogy  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Armour  California,  of  a  sepELrable-half  type  critical 
"**earch  Foundation”)  to  conduct  the  test  experiments  facility  (hereinafter  referred  to 
options  proposed  in  Reactor  Operations  as  "the  facility”)  for  the  purpose  of  In- 
^*Port  No.  10  submitted  by  Armour  Re-  vestlgating  the  charEicteristics  Eind  nuclear 
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plication  as  amended  and  In  conformity  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  and  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission,  and  in 
the  absence  of  good  cause  shown  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  why  the  granting  of  a  license  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  the  Commission  will  issue  a  Class 
104  license  to  North  American  Aviation.  In- 
ocMporated,  pursuant  to  section  104c  of  the 
Act,  which  license  shall  expire  twenty  years 
after  the  date  of  this  construction  permit. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

IPH.  Doc.  59-10356;  Piled,  Dec.  8.  1959; 

)  8:45  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  812-12591 

CENTENNIAL  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application 

.December  1, 1959. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Centen¬ 
nial  Fund,  Inc.,  a  Delaware  corporation 
which  has  registered  as  an  open-end  in¬ 
vestment  company  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  (“Act”),  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  from  the  provisions  of  section 
17(a)  of  the  Act  proposed  transaction 
hereinafter  described. 

Applicant,  a  newly  formed  company 
not  yet  in  active  operations,  has  filed 
registration  statements  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933  which  have  not  as  yet 
become  effective.  Since  the  proposed 
transactions  are  the  basic  organizational 
transactions,  the  Applicant  will  not  com¬ 
mence  active  business  operations  until 
this  application  is  disposed  of.  The  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  involve  escrow  agree¬ 
ments  among  the  Centennial  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Research  Corporation  (“Man¬ 
ager”),  manager  for  the  Applicant,  a 
bank  j^d  certain  persons  referred  to  as 
the  ‘^positors.”  The  escrow  agree¬ 
ments  provide  a  procedure  for  accumu¬ 
lating  $10,000,000  or  more  in  cash  or 
securities  in  escrow  to  be  exchanged  for 
the  shares  of  an  open-end  investment 
company  in  a  simultaneous  tax-free 
exchange. 

Deposits  under  the  escrow  agreements 
must  have  a  value  of  at  least  $25,000 
and  'will  be  held  for  the  individual  ac- 
(X)imts  of  the  depositors  during  the 
escrow  period.  The  escrow  agreements 
provide  that  if  $10,000,000  or  more  in 
cash  or  securities,  has  been  raised  by 
March  1,  1960,  the  Manager  will  report 
this  fact  to  all  Depositors  and  supply 
each  -with  a  full  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  portfolio.  The  Depositors  will 
then  have  a  period  of  30  days  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  to  participate  in  the 
planned  exchange  or  to  withdraw  all  or 
any  part  of  their  assets.  During  the 
30-day  withdrawal  period,  the  Deposi¬ 
tors  will  be  supplied  with  a  full  state¬ 
ment  of  the  identity,  tax  cost  and  cur¬ 
rent  market  value  of  all  assets  then  in 
escrow  for  the  account  of  all  Depositors. 
During  this  same  30-day  period,  and  for 
an  additional  30  days  after  this  period 
the  Manager  will  have  the  right  to  re¬ 


quire  any  Depositor  to  withdraw  all  or 
any  part  of  his  assets  from  the  escrow. 
At  the  close  of  these  two  periods,  the 
exchange  of  Applicant’s  shares  for  as¬ 
sets  in  escrow  will  be  carried  out.  If 
the  $10,000,000  cash  or  securities  has 
not  been  placed  in  escrow  by  March  1, 
1960,  all  deposited  assets  will  be  returned 
to  the  Depositors. 

Immediately  after  the  exchange,  all 
of  the  shares  of  Applicant  will  be  owned 
by  the  Depositors,  who  will  represent 
in  writing  that  they  have  acquired  them 
for  investment  and  not  for  further  dis¬ 
tribution.  The  deposited  assets  will  be 
valued  at  current  market  value,  and 
shares  of  the  Applicant  will  be  issued 
to  each  Depositor  on  the  basis  of  the 
per  share  net  asset  value  of  the  Appli¬ 
cant’s  shares.  Since  the  exchange  will 
be  tax  free  to  the  Depositor,  for  tax  pur¬ 
poses  Centennial  will  have  the  same  cost 
basis  as  the  Depositors  for  the  securities 
acquired  from  them.  No  discount  for 
unrealized  gains  will  be  applied  against 
the  assets  offered  for  Applicant’s  shares 
in  the  exchange.  The  first  Depositors 


versified  at  the  beginning  of  its  od^ 
tion.  Further,  it  is  stated  that  thiTSl 
of  the  initial  portfolio  will  enable  oT 
Applicant  to  secure  adequate  investmS 
supervision  and  management  from  th. 
outset  of  operations.  Applicant  ^ 
contends  that  the  initial  unit  costS 
operation  will  be  substantially  lower  m 
a  result  of  skipping  a  period  of  gradii! 
growth.  The  obtaining  of  a  portfo^ 
without  brokerage  commission  is  ^ 
other  advantage  which  is  cited. 


Applicant  admits  that  there  win  un 
doubtedly  be  significant  unrealized  gaini 
in  the  securities  taken  into  the  portf^ 
of  the  Applicant  in  the  proposed  tax-f^ 
exchange,  and  that  the  degree  of  suA 
gains  applicable  to  the  portfolio  ac¬ 
quired  from  each  Depositor  wiU  vary,  but 
it  points  out  that,  since  the  tax-free 
nature  of  the  exchange  and  its  relation- 
ship  to  capital  appreciation  is  the  dom- 
inant  feature  in  the  whole  arrangonenL' 
it  will  not  be  overlooked  or  misunder¬ 
stood  by  any  of  the  Depositors  before 
they  decide  to  enter  into  the  proposed 
transactions. 


will  not  be  subject  to  any  sales  charge  in  Under  section  X7(b)  of  the  Act  the 
the  proposed  transactions,  but  before  the  Commission  shall  grant  an  exemption 
exchange  takes  place.  Applicant  may  from  the  prohibitions  of  section  17(a)  If 
amend  its  registration  statement  to  pro-  it  finds  that  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
vide  for  a  scale  of  sales  charges  to  be  transactions  are  reasonable  and  fair  and 
applied  against  subsequent  deposits  in  will  not  involve  overreaching  on  the 
escrow.  As  a  condition  to  the  requested  part  of  any  person  concerned;  that  the 
exemptive  order.  Applicant  has  agreed  proposed  transactions  are  consistent 
that  it  will  not  offer  additional  shares  with  the  policy  of  the  registered  invest- 
to  the  public  for  cash  after  the  exchange  ment  company  concerned,  as  recited  in 
takes  place  (except  for  shares  issued  its  registration  statement  and  reports 
upon  reinvestment  of  dividends  or  dis-  filed  under  the  Act,  and  with  the  general 
tributions),  until  it  obtains  a  further  purposes  of  the  Act. 
order  of  the  Commission  permitting  such  Since  the  proposed  transactions  which 
sales.  would  be  exempted  by  the  requested  or- 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act,  with  certain  der  are  not  related  to  specific  transac- 
exceptions,  prohibits  the  sale  of  prop-  tions  but  relate  to  a  class  of  transactions 
erty  to  a  registered  investment  company  as  described  in  the  application  and  sum- 
by  the  promoter  or  by  an  affiliated  person  marized  above.  Applicant  has  requested 
of  an  affiliated  person  of  such  company,  that  the  Commission  grant  an  exemption 
Since  the  Depositors  by  virtue  of  their  under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act.  Section 
function  in  causing  the  organization  of  6(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the  Commis- 
Applicant  could  be  considered  “promo-  sion,  by  order  upon  application,  to  ex- 
ters”,  and  because  certain  of  the  Deposi-  empt,  conditionally  or  unconditionally, 
tors  are  or  will  be  shareholders  of  the  any  transaction  or  any  class  of  trans¬ 
investment  adviser  of  the  Applicant,  actions  from  any  provisions  of  the  Act 
holding  sufficient  shares  to  affiliates  of  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation  thereunder, 
an  affiliated  person  of  Applicant,- the  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the  Conunission 
transactions  described  above  would  be  finds  such  exemption  is  necessary  or  ap- 
prohibited  under  section  17(a)  of  the  propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  con- 
Act  unless  the  Commission  grants  an  sistent  with  the  protection  of  investors 
exemption  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the 
the  Act,  policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act, 

In  support  of  the  application  Appli-  Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
cant  states  that  the  proposed  transac-  ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Decem- 
tions  are  designed  for  investors  whose  her  11,  1959  at  5:30  p.m„  submit  to  the 
portfolios  are  large  and  of  good  quality.  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
but  who  feel  that  they  are  prevented  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
from  diversifying  because  of  what  they  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in- 
consider  to  be  the  excessive  tax  cost  of  terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
selling  appreciated  assets.  All  Deposi-  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
tors  will  purchase  shares  of  Applicant  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
with  full  knowledge  of  the  proposed  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
portfolio  and  there  will  be  no  other  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
shareholders  to  protect  except  the  De-  such  communication  should  be  ad- 
positors,  who  will  be  a  relatively  small  dressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
group  of  large  and  knowledgeable  in-  change  Commission,  Washington  25, 
vestors.  Applicant  further  maintains  d.C.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
that  the  proposed  transactions  will  be  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
beneficial  in  that  thej^  make  it  possible  regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
for  Applicant  to  begin  its  operations  as  an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
a  strong,  going  concern  with  a  portfolio  herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commis^ 
large  enough  to  be  reasonably  well  di-  upon  the  basis  of  the  showing  contained 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9955 


Wednesday.  December  9,  1959 

,  ^  ftppUcation,  unless  an  order  for 
Son  said  application  shall  be 
5S3V»n  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

.  t  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

Doc  69-103^5;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
[fS-  ^  8:49  a.m.] 


[Pile  No.  812-1256] 

institutional  shares,  ltd. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application 

December  1, 1959. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Institu¬ 
tional  Shares,  Ltd.  (“Institutional”),  a 
reristered  open-end  investment  com- 
oany  has  filed  an  application  pursuant 
to^tion  6(c)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  for  an  order 
ofthe  Commission  exempting  from  the 
provisions  of  section  22(d)  of  the  Act 
the  proposed  issuance  of  shares  of  In¬ 
stitutional  Growth  Fund  class  of  voting 
stock  of  Institutional  (“Growth  Shares”) 
for  substantially  all  of  the  cash  and  secu¬ 
rities  of  C.S.B.  Inc.  (“CSB”) . 

Shares  of  Institutional,  a  Delaware 
corporation,  are  offered  to  the  public 
on  a  continuance  basis  at  net  asset  value 
plus  var^g  sales  charges  dependent  on 
the  amount  purchased.  As  of  August  31 » 
1959,  the  net  assets  of  Institutional 
Growth  Fund  amounted  to  $88,792,990 
and  7,530,620  shares  of  its  stock  were 
outstanding. 

CSB,  a  Maryland  corporation,  is  a 
personal  holding  company  with  two 
stockholders  which  engages  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  investing  and  reinvesting  its 
funds.  CS5B  is  exempt  from  registration 
under  the  Act  by  reason  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  3(c)(1)  thereof.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  an  Agreement  and  Plan  of  Reor¬ 
ganization  between  Institutional  and 
CSB,  substantially  all  of  the  cash  and 
securities  owned  by  CSB,  with  a  total 
value  of  approximately  $424,204  as  of 
August  31,  1959,  will  be  transferred  to 
Institutional  in  exchange  for  Growth 
Shares.  The  shares  acquired  by  CJSB 
are  to  be  distributed  immediately  to  its 
shareholders,  who  have  agreed  to  take 
such  shares  for  investment.  The  num¬ 
ber  of  Growth  Shares  to  be  delivered  to 
CSB  will  be  determined  by  dividing  the 
net  asset  value  per  Growth  Share  in 
effect  at  the  close  of  business  on  the  day 
next  preceding  the  closing  date  into  the 
value  of  the  CSB  assets  to  be  exchanged. 

The  value  of  the  assets  of  CSB  will  be 
determined  in  substantially  the  same 
manner  as  used  for  calculating  net  asset 
value  for  the  purpose  of  issuance  of 
Ckowth  Shares,  except  that  from  the 
value  of  CSB’s  assets  there  may  be  de¬ 
ducted  an  adjustment  designed  to  pro¬ 
tect  Institutional’s  shareholders  from 
possible  adverse  tax  consequences  of  the 
exchange.  Since  the  exchange  ,will  be 
tax  free  for  CSB  and  its  shareholders. 
Institutional’s  cost  basis  for  tax  purposes 
on  the  assets  acquired  from  CSB  will  be 
the  same  as  for  CSB,  rather  than  the 
price  actually  paid  by  Institutional  for 
No.  239 - 5 


the  assets.  In  view  of  this,  if  the  per-, 
centage  of  the  value  of  CSB’s  assets  rep¬ 
resenting  unrealized  appreciation  is 
greater  than  the  percentage  of  value  of 
Institutional  Growth  Fund’s  portfolio 
securities  representing  unrealized  appre¬ 
ciation,  there  will  be  deducted  from  the, 
value  of  CSB’s  assets  12  Vi  percent  of  the 
amount  of  such  excess  unrealized  appre¬ 
ciation.  This  adjustment  is  intended  to 
safeguard  the  present  shareholders  of 
Institutional  from  bearing  a  greater 
capital  gains  tax  on  any  subsequent  sale 
by  Institutional  of  the  CSB  securities 
than  they  would  bear  on  the  sale  of  the 
securities  presently  in  the  Institutional 
Growth  Fimd’s  portfolio. 

The  application  states  that  since  the 
average  capital  gains  tax  rate  that  would 
have  to  be  paid  by  Institutional’s  share¬ 
holders  cannot  be  exactly  calculated  the 
figure  of  12^2  percent  used  for  the  ad¬ 
justment  was  arrived  at  as  a  fair  com¬ 
promise  between  0  and  the  maximum 
long-term  capital  gains  tax  of  25  percent. 

As  of  August  31,  1959  the*  net  un¬ 
realized  appreciation  on  the  CSB  se¬ 
curities  amounted  to  approximately 
$40,000,  or  9.04  percent  of  their  value,  as 
compared  with  net  unrealized  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  $9,719,643  or  10.9  percent  of  In¬ 
stitutional  Growth  Fund’s  portfolio 
securities.  Assuming  the  exchange  had 
taken  place  on  August  31,  1959  there 
would  have  been  no  tax  adjustment  made 
because  CSB’s  percentage  of  unrealized 
appreciation  was  less  than  Institutional 
Growth  Fund’s  percentage  of  unrealized 
appreciation.  The  CSB  shareholders 
would  have  received  approximately 
36,000  Growth  Shares,  representing 
about  0.5  percent  of  the  total  shares 
outstanding. 

The  application  recites  that  the  terms 
of  the  entire  transaction  were  arrived  at 
through  arm’s-length  bargaining  be¬ 
tween  officers  of  Institutional  and  CSB. 
The  application  further  states  that  there 
is  no  affiliation  or  relationship  of  any 
kind  between  the  officers  and  directors 
of  Institutional  and  the  officers,  direc¬ 
tors  and  stockholders  of  CSB. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  no  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  shall  sell  any  redeemable 
security  issued  by  it  to  any  person  ex¬ 
cept  at  a  current  offering  price  described 
in  the  prospectus,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions  not  applicable  here.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  Agreement,  however,  the 
shares  of  Institutional  are  to  be  issued 
to  CSB  at  a  price  other  than  the  public 
offering  price  stated  in  the  prospectus, 
which  lists  a  sales  charge  of  1  Vz  percent 
for  sales  of  $250,000  and  over. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  by  order  upon  application 
to  exempt,  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally,  any  transaction  from  any  provision 
of  the  Act  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation 
thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the 
Commission  finds  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  Inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  14,  1959  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 


the  Commission  In  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commi^ion  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed:. 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided  by 
rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order 
disposing  of  the  application  herein  may 
be  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the 
basis  of  the  showing  contained  in  said 
application,  unless  an  order  for  hearing 
upon  said  application  shall  be  issued 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10386;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[File  No.  37-7] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  SERVICE 
CO. 

Notice  of  .Proposed  Modifications  in 
Organization  and  Conduct  of  Busi¬ 
ness  of  Subsidiary  Service  Company 
December  2,  1959. 

New  England  Power  Service  Company 
(“Service  Company”) ,  a  subsidiary  serv¬ 
ice  company  which  is  wholly-owned  by 
New  England  El^tric  System  (“NEES”), 
a  registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
a  declaration  and  amendments  thereto 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  13  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  and  rule  88 
promulgated  thereunder  regarding  pro¬ 
posed  modifications  in  the  organization 
and  conduct  of  its  business.  . 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
said  amended  declaration  which  is  on 
•file  in  the  Headquarters  Office  of  the 
Commission  for  a  statement  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  which  are  summarized  below. 

Service  Company  performs  technical, 
construction,  and  other  services  at  cost 
for  all  companies  in  the  NEES  holding- 
company  system.  It  was  qualified  as  a 
subsidiary  service  company  under  the 
Act  by  an  order  of  this  Commission  dated 
July  31,  1936  (New  England  Power  Serv¬ 
ice  Co.,  1  SEC  615).  Following  a  show- 
cause  order  by  the  Commission  and  a 
resulting  extensive  reorganization  of 
Service  Company  and  system  servicing 
arrangements,  the  Commission’s  au¬ 
thorization  was  continued  as  to  the  re¬ 
organized  company  by  an  order  dated 
November  21,  1941  (New  England  Power 
Service  Co.  et  al.,  10  SEC  562) . 

Among  the  changes  effected  by  the 
1941  reorganization  were  (1)  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  all  system  policy  making  person¬ 
nel  (44  officers  and  employees)  from  thq 
payroll  of  Service  Company  to  the  pay¬ 
rolls  of  the  system  holding  companies, 
(2)  the  elimination  of  the  interlocking  of 
Service  Company’s  officers,  directors,  and 
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employees  with  those  of  the  then  hold¬ 
ing  companies  and  operating  companies 
being  rendered  service,  and  (3)  the 
transfer  by  Service  Company  of  177  of 
its  employees  to  the  payrolls  of  operat¬ 
ing  subsidiaries.  The  objectives  of  this 
reorganization  of  Service  Company  and 
of  the  servicing  arrangements  of  the 
holding-company  system  were,  among 
others,  (1)  to  make  Service  Company 
purely  a  service  company  chiefly  inter¬ 
ested  in  performing  technical  services 
for  operating  subsidiaries  of  the  system 
at  their  request,  (2)  to  place  upon  the 
holding  companies’  payrolls  sufficient 
personnel  to  perform  services  of  pri¬ 
mary  benefit  to  the  parent  companies. 
Including  all  system  policy  making  and 
supervisory  functions,  and  (3)  to  trans¬ 
fer  from  Service  Company  to  the  operat¬ 
ing  subsidiaries  functions  which  such 
subsidiaries  were  capable  of  perfoiming 
for  themselves. 

The  following  changes  proposed  by 
Service  Company  in  its  current  filing 
would  reverse  the  1941  reorganization  in 
certain  important  respects: 

1,  The  directors  of  Service  Company 
In  choosing  its  officers  and  NEES,  as  the 
sole  stockholder  of  Service  Company,  in 
choosing  the  directors  of  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  are  to  be  free  to  make  selections 
regardless  of  whether  these  result  in  in¬ 
terlocking  positions  between  Service 
Company,  NEES,  and/or  system  operat¬ 
ing  companies. 

2.  Offic:rs  and  employees  of  Eer\’ice 
Company  who  have  been,  or  at  the  time 
are,  also  officers  or  employees  of  NEES 
will  be  paid  by  Service  Company.  Such 
payments  and  related  expenses  will  then 
be  charged  to  the  associate  companies, 
including  NEES,  benefiting  from  their 
services  in  accordance  with  a  method  of 
allocation  which  is  summarized  below. 

The  declaration  states,  in  support  of 
the  proposed  changes,  (a)  that  the  cost 
of  management  is  a  recognized  part  of 
the  cost  of  utility  service  and  that  the 
operating  companies  should  bear  the 
reasonable  costs  thereof  and  (b)  Uiat 
elimination  of  duplicate  management 
personnel  within  the  holding-company 
system  will  be  facilitated  thereby. 

Under  the  proposal,  the  entire  payroll 
of  NEES,  consisting  of  8  officers  and  12 
employees,  and  related  expenses,  which 
together  aggregate  $300,000  per  annum, 
will  be  transferred  to  Service  Company. 
System  officials  estimate  that  of  this 
total  of  $600,000,  from  $350,000  to  $425,- 
000  would  be  chargeable  to  operating 
subsidiaries  as  a  result  of  the  proposed 
changes.  The  maximum  amount,  $425,- 
000,  is  equivalent  to  0.25  percent  of  the 
consolidated  annual  gross  operating 
revenues  of  the  system.  Of  the  total 
annual  expenses  of  approximately  $900,- 
000  now  being  borne  by  NEES,  NEES 
would  continue  to  pay  aggregate  corpo¬ 
rate  expenses,  including  charges  for 
services  rendered  by  Service  Company, 
ranging  from  $175,000  to  $550,CC0  per 
annum.  Officials  also  expect  resulting 
annual  savings  in  the  system’s  consoli¬ 
dated  expenses  of  at  least  $90,000  within 
a  reasonable  period  of  time  as  a  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  elimination  of  duplicate 
management  personnel.  It  is  repre¬ 
sented  that  the  proposed  ciianges  in  the 


servicing  arrangements  for  the  NEES 
system  will  not  of  themselves  be  the  basis 
for  seeking  an  increase  in  the  rates 
charged  by  any  of  the  operating  subsid¬ 
iaries  and  that  only  a  very  small  portion 
of  the  proposed  additional  service 
charges  to  operating  subsidiaries  will  be 
chargeable  by  such  subsidiaries  to  their 
respective  plant  investment  accounts. 

Service  Company  proposes  to  charge 
for  the  additional  services  rendered  by 
billing  in  accordance  with  the  cost  allo¬ 
cation  formula  set  forth  in  Service  Com¬ 
pany’s  amended  declaration  which  was 
approved  by  the  Commission  in  its  order 
dated  November  21,  1S41.  Under  this 
formula,  charges  for  services  rendered 
to  associate  companies  are  on  the  basis 
of  the  actual  cost  of  rendering  services. 
Billings  of  such  cost  are  based  on  direct 
costs  identified  as  to  the  type  of  charge 
either  from  invoices,  time  sheets,  or 
other  source  material.  Wherever  pos¬ 
sible,  direct  charges  to  individual  com¬ 
panies  are  made.  Where  such  direct 
charges  are  not  practicable,  charges  are 
made  to  groups  of  associate  companies 
or  to  all  associate  companies  of  the  NEES 
holding-company  system  through  special 
distribution  and  apportionment  ac¬ 
counts  and  methods  based  on  such  fac¬ 
tors  as  numbers  of  meters,  numbers  of 
employees,  weighted  gross  operating 
revenues,  and  similar  bases. 

Service  Company  estimates  that  over 
50  percent  of  the  total  salary  costs  and 
related  expenses  of  the  eight  officers  and 
twelve  employees  of  NEES  proposed  to 
be  transferred  to  the  payroll  of  the 
Service  Company  will  be  chargej^  for 
•services  rendered  to  associate  companies 
upon  specific  requests  or  upon  annual 
requests  for  continuing  and  recurring 
services.  A  further  portion  of  such  total 
costs  and  related  expenses  will  be 
charged  to  various  groups  of  associate 
companies  for  services  rendered  to  such 
companies  on  a  group  basis.  The  bal¬ 
ance  of  such  costs  and  related  expenses 
will  be  charged  to  departmental  over¬ 
head  and  then  charged  out  to  associate 
companies  and  groups  of  such  companies 
on  the  ba'is  of  a  percentage  of  the  direct 
charges  thereto.  The  aggregate  of  the 
charges  to  each  group  of  associate  com¬ 
panies  would  in  turn  be  distributed 
among  the  member  companies  upon  the 
basis  of  weighted  gross  operating  reve¬ 
nues. 

If  the  Commission  allows  the  proposed 
changes  set  forth  above.  Service  Com¬ 
pany  will  supply  the  Commission,  during 
a  trial  period  of  eighteen  months  fol¬ 
lowing  such  changes,  quarterly  reports 
showing  the  distribution  of  charges  that 
are  made  by  each  of  the  persons  on 
Service  Company’s  payroll  who  were,  or 
also  remain  as,  officers  of  NEES  or  their 
assistants.  In  addition.  Service  Com¬ 
pany  will  supply,  within  45  days  after 
the  end  of  he  first  full  12  months  fol¬ 
lowing  such  changes,  a  report  in  such 
detail  as  will  enable  the  Commission  to 
fully  appraise  the  results  of  the  proposed 
changes  during  said  12  months.  Service 
Company  will  also  supply  during  the 
trial  period  such  further  information  as 
the  Commission  may  request  in  order 
that  it  may  be  fully  advised  as  to  whether 
or  not  Service  Company’s  organization 


and  conduct  of  business  meet  the 
quirements  of  sec*' —  -  *«• 

and  the  rules  and 
and  as  to  whether 
fairly  and  equitably  allocated  am^Sh! 
members  of  the  NEES  holding-co^^! 
system.  Service  Company  request* 
at  or  prior  to  the  end  of  said  eighth 
month  trial  period  the  Commission 
such  approval  permanent  or  take  aS 
other  action  as  may  then  be  appropriate 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any^ 
terested  State,  State  commission  mu* 
nicipality  or  other  subdivision  of  a  State* 
or  person  may,  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1059,  at  5:30  p.m.,  request  io 
writing  that  a  hearing  be  held  on  such 
matters.  Any  such  request  shall  state 
the  nature  of  the  party’s  interest,  the' 
reasons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  filing  whi^h 
are  desired  to  be  controverted.  A  re¬ 
quest  may  also  be  made  for  notice  should 
the  Commission  order  a  hearing.  Re- 
quests  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commlssioni 
Washington  25,  D.C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  Commission  may  enter  an 
order  authorizing  the  proposed  changes 
in  Service  Company’s  organization  and 
conduct  of  business  as  requested  or  the 
Commission  may  take  such  other  action 
as  it  deems  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  ^  Orval  L.  DuBojs, 

Secretory. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10387;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Pile  No.  812-1264] 

ROYAL  AMERICAN  CORP.  AND 
MADISON  SQUARE  GARDEN  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Exempting  Transactions  Be¬ 
tween  AfTiliates 

December  1,  1959. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Royal 
American  Corporation  (“Royal”)  and 
Madison  Square  Garden  Corporation 
(“Garden”),  both  affiliates  of  Graham- 
Paige  Corporation  (“Graham”) ,  a  closed- 
end.  non-diversified  management  invest¬ 
ment  company,  have  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  17 
(b)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  oi 
1940  (“Act”)  for  an  order  exempting 
from  the  prohibitions  of  section  17(a) 
of  the  Act  proposed  purchase  by 
Garden  from  Royal  of  130.250  shares  of 
capital  stock  of  Garden. 

Subject  to  receipt  of  the  order  of  ex¬ 
emption  hereby  applied  for.  Garden  pro- 
p>oses  to  buy  from  Royal  130,250  share* 
of  the  capital  stock  of  Garden  at  $20 
per  share. 

Graham  owns  63  percent  or  2,425,395 
shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  Royal,  and 
58.1  percent  or  489,000  shares  of  the  cap¬ 
ital  stock  of  Garden;  Royal  owns  26.6 
percent  or  130,250  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  Garden,  ’ 

The  price  at  which  it  is  proposed  that 
Garden  will  purchase  its  capital  sto» 
from  Royal  is  $20  per  share,  which  is 
the  same  price  at  which  Garden  pur* 


December  9,  1959 

^  •n  BOO  shares  of  Its  capital  stock 
2.  1959  and  October  7.  1959 
of  its  ten  largest  stockholders. 
SSUteconsideration  for  such  sales  was 
^  mroSSe  price  of  $20  per  share.  The 
of  $20  per  share  was  the  price 
Garden  and  Graham,  by  an  in- 
for  tenders  dated  October  9. 
tfSvlted  aU  stockholders  of  Garden, 
♦Sr  than  Graham  and  Royal,  to  tender 
?Jr  purchase  by  Graham  and/or  Garden 
n  unlimited  number  of  shares  of  the 
Snitalstwk  of  Garden.  The  total  num- 
2;  of  shares  tendered  for  purchase 
Sfrsuant  to  such  invitation  was  66,041, 
Swhlch  65,383  have  been  purchased  by 
nr^  at  $20  per  share,  the  balance 
havtog  been  accepted  for  purchase  by 
^Lham  subject  to  the  satisfaction  of 
certain  formal  requirements. 

It  is  recited  that  the  purposes  of  the 
nroposed  transaction  are  as  follows: 

^TThe  proposed  transaction  enables 
Royal  to  participate,  to  the  same  extent 
IS  aU  other  stockholders  of  Garden,  in 
the  offer  by  Graham  and  Garden  to  pur¬ 
chase  all  shares  of  Garden  tendered  to 
them  at  $20  per  share; 

Assuming  the  completion  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  by  Graham  of  a  relatively  small 
number  of  additional  shares  of  capital 
stock  of  Garden  (including  shares  ten¬ 
dered  pursuant  to  the  above  described 
invitation  for  tenders  which  have  been 
accepted  for  purchase  by  Graham  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  satisfaction  of  certain  formal 
requirements)  the  transaction  will  also 
increase  to  over  80  percent  Graham’s  di¬ 
rect  ownership  of  the  outstanding  capital 
stock  of  Garden,  thereby  permitting  the 
filing  by  Graham  and  Garden  of  con¬ 
solidated  Federal  income  tax  returns. 
Inasmuch  as  Graham  currently  has  an 
annual  cost  of  operations  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $400,000  per  year  in  excess  of  its 
income  (other  than  income  from  divi¬ 
de  and  capital  gains) ,  very  substan¬ 
tial  tax  savings  will  accrue  to  Garden  as 
a  result  of  the  filing  of  such  returns; 

The  transaction,  if  and  when  com¬ 
pleted,  will  then  enable  Graham  and 
Garden  to  consider  a  merger  of  the  two 
corporations  on  a  basis  which  should 
permit  the  resulting  corporation  to  re¬ 
cord  the  assets  of  Garden  for  Federal  in¬ 
come  tax  purposes  at  an  amount  pro¬ 
portionately  equivalent  to  Graham’s  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  capital  stock  of  Garden. 
Such  a  stepped  up  basis,  which  will  not 
otherwise  be  possible  in  any  merger 
of  Graham  and  Garden,  would  result 
in  substantial  additional  tax  benefits  to 
the  resulting  corporation  and  its  stock¬ 
holders. 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act  prohibits  an 
slBliated  person  of  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  or  any  aflBliated  person  of 
such  a  person,  from  selling  to  or  pur- 
diasing  from  such  registered  investment 
company  or  person  controlled  by  such 
investment  company,  any  securities  or 
Property,  subject  to  certain  exceptions 
Pot  pertinent  here.  The  Conunission 
upon  application  pursuant  to  section 
17(b)  may  grant  an  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17(a)  if  it  finds 
that  the  terms  of  the  proposed  transac- 
ih®,  including  the  consideration  to  be 
PP^d,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not 
involve  overreaching  on  the  part  of  any 
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person  concerned,  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  consistent  with  the  policy 
of  each  registered  investment  cmnpany 
concerned,  as  recited  in  its  registration 
statement  and  reports  filed  under  the 
Act,  and  is  consistent  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  14,  1959,  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reasons  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  as  provided  by  rule  0-5  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  the  basis  of  the  showing 
contained  in  said  application,  unless  an 
order  for  hearing  upon  said  application 
shall  be  issued  upon  request  or  upon  the 
Commission’s  own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBoIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10388;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:49  a.m.] 

U.S.  STUDY  COMMISSION,  SOUTH¬ 
EAST  RIVER  BASINS 

STATEMENT  OF  ORGANIZATION 
AND  FUNCTIONS 

Creation  and  purpose.  The  U.S.  Study 
Commission,  Southeast  River  Basins, 
was  created  by  Public  Law  85-850,  ap¬ 
proved  August  28.  1958,  and  is  an'  inde¬ 
pendent  Federal  Agency  charged  with 
preparing  a  comprehensive  and  coordi¬ 
nated  plan  for  the  conservation,  utiliza¬ 
tion  and  development  of  the  land  and 
water  resources  of  the  Savannah.  Alta- 
maha.  Saint  Marys,  Apalachicola- 
Chattahoochee,  and  Perdido-Escambia 
River  Basins  (and  intervenir^  areas)  in 
the  States  of  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida,  and  Alabama.  'The  scope  of  its 
study  will  include  all  general  benefits 
present  and  future,  which  are  realizable 
from  land  and  water  resources. 

Organization  and  authority.  The 
Commission  is  composed  of  eleven  mem¬ 
bers,  appointed  by  the  President,  Decem¬ 
ber  16,  1958,  as  follows:  A  Chairman;  a 
member  from  each  of  the  States  of  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South 
Carolina;  and  a  member  from  each  of 
the  principal  land  and  water  Federal 
agencies,  viz..  Army;  Commerce;  Health, 
Education  and  Welfare;  Agriculture;  and 
the  Federal  Power  Commission.  The 
.  Conunission  is  directly  responsible  for 
all  policy  aspects  and,  within  the  policies 
established  by  the  Commission,  the 
Chairman  is  vested  with  responsibility 
for  appointment  and  supervision  of  per¬ 
sonnel,  distribution  of  business,  and  use 
and  expenditure  of  funds.  The  Commis¬ 


sion  is  assisted  by  a  small,  but  highly 
specialized,  professional  staff.  Requests 
for  information  concerning  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  its  activities  may  be  directed  to 
the  U.S.  Study  Commission,  Southeast 
River  Basins,  Walton  Building,  P.O.  Box 
953,  Atlanta  1,  Georgia.  ^ 

James  W.  Woodruff,  Jr., 

I  Chairman. 

[FJl.  Doc.  59-10389;  Filed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:49  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 
December  1959  Monthly  Sales  List 

Notice  to  buyers.  Pursuant  to  the 
policy  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
issued  October  12,  1954  (19  P.R.  6669) 
and  subject  to  the  conditions  stated 
therein,  as  well  as  herein,  the  commodi¬ 
ties  listed  below  are  available  for  sale 
on  the  price  basis  set  forth. 

Linseed  oil  is  an  addition  to  the  list 
for  December.  Nonfat  dry  milk  has  been 
dropped  from  the  list  of  commodities 
available  for  sale  because  all  stocks  have 
been  sold  or  committed.  Interest  rates 
per  annum  under  the  CCC  Export  Credit 
Sales  Program  are  down  ^  of  1  percent 
from  November. 

The  CCC  Monthly  Sales  List,  which 
varies  from  month  to  month  as  addi¬ 
tional  commodities  become  available  or 
commodities  formerly  available  are 
dropped,  is  designed  to  aid  in  moving 
CCCTs  inventories  into  domestic  or  ex¬ 
port  iise  through  regular  commercial 
channels. 

If  it  becomes  necessary  during  the 
month  to  amend  this  list  in  any  material 
way — such  as  by  the  removal  or  addition 
of  a  commodity  In  which  there  is  general 
interest  or  by  a  significant  change  in 
price  or  method  of  sale — an  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  change  will  be  sent  to  all 
persons  currently  receiving  the  list  hy 
mail  from  Washington.  To  be  put  on 
this  mailing  list,  address :  Director,  Price 
Division,  Conunodity  Stabilization  Serv¬ 
ice,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 

All  commodities  currently  offered  for 
sale  by  (XTC,  plus  tobacco  from  CCC 
loan  stocks,  are  eligible  for  export  sale 
under  the  CCC  Export  Credit  Sales 
Program.  The  following  commodities 
are  ciirrently  eligible  for  barter:  Cotton, 
tobacco,  rice  (milled) ,  wheat,  corn,  bar¬ 
ley,  sorghum  grain,  and  soybeans.  This 
list  is  subject  to  change  from  time  to 
time. 

Interest  rates  per  annum  under  the 
CCC  Export  Credit  Sales  program  for 
December  1959  are  5%  percent  for 
periods  up  to  six  months,  5%  percent 
for  periods  from  over  six  and  up  to  18 
months,  and  BYa  percent  for  periods 
from  over  18  months  up  to  a  maximum 
of  36  months. 

The  CCC  will  entertain  offers  from 
responsible  buyers  for  the  purchase  of 
any  commodity  on  the  current  list.  Of¬ 
fers  accepted  by  CCC  will  be  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  by 
the  Corporation.  ’These  terms  include 
payment  by  cash  or  irrevocable  letter  of 


NOTICES 


credit  before  delivery  of  the  commodity,  (xily  minor  exceptions,  will  constitute  Commodity  Credit  Ck 
Rnd  the  conditions  require  removal  of  a  domestic  unrestricted  use  of  the  serves  the  right,  before  m 
the  commodity  from  COC  storage  within  commodity.  to  define  or  limit  export 

a  reasonable  period  of  time.  Where  con¬ 
ditions  of  sale  for  export  differ  from 
those  for  domestic  sale,  proof  of  expor¬ 
tation  is  also  required,  and  the  buyer 
is  responsible  for  obtaining  any  required 
U.S.  Government  export  permit  or  li¬ 
cense.  Purchases  from  CCC  shall  not 
constitute  any  assurance  that  any  such 
permit  or  license  will  be  granted  by  the 
issuing  authority. 

Announcements  containing  all  terms 
and  conditions  of  sale  will  be  furnished 
upon  request.  For  easy  reference  a 
number  of  these  announcements  are 
identified  by  code  number  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  list.  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  communicate  wi^  the  Commodity 
Stabilization  Service,  USDA,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.,  with  respect  to  all  commodi¬ 
ties  or — ^for  specified  commodities — with 
the  designate  CSS  Commodity  Office. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  amend,  from  time  to 
time,  any  of  its  announcements.  Such 
amendments  shall  be  applicable  to  and 
be  made  a  part  of  the  sale  contracts 
thereafter  entered  into. 

CCC  reserves  the  right  to  reject  any 
or  all  offers  placed  with  it  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  commodities  pursuant  to  such 
announcements. 

If  CCC  does  not  have  adequate  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  the  financial  responsibility 
of  prospective  buyer  to  meet  all  con¬ 
tract  obligations  that  might  arise  by 
acceptance  of  an  offer  or  if  CCC  deems 
such  buyer’s  financial  responsibility  to 
be  inadequate  CCC  reserves  the  right 
(i)  to  refuse  to  consider  the  offer,  (ii)  to 
accept  the  offer  only  after  submission  by 
the  buyer  of  a  certified  or  cashier’s 
check,  bond,  letter  of  credit  or  other 
security  acceptable  to  CCC  assuring  that 
the  buyer  will  discharge  the  responsi¬ 
bility  under  the  contract,  or  (iii)  to 
accept  the  offer  upon  condition  that  the 
bu3rer  promptly  submit  to  CCC  such  of 
the  aforementioned  security  as  CCC  may 
direct.  If  a  prospective  buyer  is  in  doubt 
as  to  whether  CCC  is  acquainted  with 
his  financial  responsibility  he  should 
commimicate  with  the  CSS  office  at 
which  the  offer  is  to  be  placed  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  financial  statement  or 
advance  financial  arrangement  will  be 
necessary  in  his  case. 

Disposals  and  other  handling  of  in¬ 
ventory  items  often  result  in  small  quan¬ 
tities  at  given  locations  or  in  qualities 
not  up  to  specifications.  These  lots  are 
offered  promptly  upon  appearance  by 
public  notice  issued  by  the  appropriate 
CSS  office  and  therefore  generally  they 
do  not  appear  in  the  Monthly  Sales  List. 

On  sales  for  which  the  buyer  is  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  proof  to  CCC  of  expor¬ 
tation  the  buyer  shall  be  regularly  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  business  of  buying  or 
seUing  commodities  and  for  this  purpose 
shall  maintain  a  bona  fide  business  office 
in  the  United  States,  its  territories  or 
possessions,  and  have  a  person,  principal, 
or  resident  agent  upon  whom  service  of 
Judicial  process  may  be  had. 

Prospective  buyers  for  export  should 
note  that  generally,  sales  to  United 
States  Government  agencies,  with 


Bales  price  or  method  of  sale 


Commodity 


All  sales  are  under  LD-29  and  amendments.  All  sales  are  la  rgii.i. 
Domestic  prices:  For  unrestricted  use  price  Is  “in  store"  t™*!? 

of  products.  ”  •w««|e  locnii^ 

Export  prices  are  on  the  basis  of  delivery  f.a.8.  vessel  or  at  Imveni  nrjL- 
cars  point  of  export.  If  delivery  is  to  be  “in  store"  CCO  bi. 

Btore^’  price  as  provided  in  LD-2».  is 

Submission  of  oners:  For  products  in  Arizona,  Califomla.  b 
Oreyon,  Utah  and  W'ashincton,  submit  offers  to  the 
modity  Office.  For  products  in  other  States  and  the  Dislrl^i^S®'*-  : 

•  submit  offers  to  the  Cincinnati  CSS  Commodity  Office  * 
Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  38.0  cents  per  pound  for  New  Ynfe  riiLiL_,i 
New  England,  New  Jersey,  and  other  Sutes  borderiiw  4^i*'**t 
Pacific  and  Gulf  of  Mexico.  All  other  States  37 J)  cents  per  1 

Export,  unrestricted  use:  81.87  cents  per  poimd.  yuuaa. 

Domestic  or  export,  unrestricted  use:  Competitive  bid  and  thiW  I 

and  conditions  of  Announcement  CN-A  (Sales  by  local  mIh  imL!?' 
choice  (A)  cotton  for  uiuestricted  use).  Announcement  NO-c  SmS**  ' 

1958  and  prior  crop  cotton  for  unrestricted  use),  and  Announeemret  ** 

(Sale  of  ltt59-crop  choice  (A)  cotton  for  unrestricted  use)  Unita  j 
cotton  to  be  sold  at  highest  price  offered  but  in  no  event  at  less  ^  ' 

cent  of  the  applicable  choice  (B)  support  price  phis  earrvliic 

Under  NO-C-12  and  NO-C-I3,  cotton  in  CCC's  catahifg  ■ 

price  offered  but  in  no  event  at  less  than  the  higher  of  (l)  the  market  nS** 
determined  by  CCC  or  (2)  110  percent  of  the  applicable  otxrin  * 
price  plus  carrying  charg^.  »«««  (uj  aqipn 

Domestic  or  export,  unrestricted  use:  Competitive  bid  and 
and  conditions  of  Announcements  NO-C-<S  as  amended  and 
amended,  but  not  less  than  the  higher  of  (1)  105  percent  of  the  ennaatiiM 
price  plus  reasonable  carrying  charges,  or  (2)  the  domestic  taatkat  nS- 
determined  by  CCC. 

Catalogs  for  upland  cotton  (except  cotton  offered  under  CN-A) 
staple  cotton  showing  quantities,  qualities,  and  locations  may  be  eteS 
(or  a  nominal  fee  from  the  New  Orleans  CSS  Commodity  Omoe.  Ca^ 
or  lists  of  cotton  offered  under  CN-A  may  bo  obtained  from  local adaaZ! 
cies.  ,  ^ 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Commercial  wheat-modudng  area;  Mariut 
basis  in  store  but  not  less  than  the  1950  applicable  loan  rates  ph»  (i)  yi  m 
per  bushel  if  received  by  truck  or  (2)  16  cents  per  bushel  if  reoatm  byida 
barge. 

If  delivery  is  outside  the  area  of  production,  applicable  freight  wQl  be  added  to 
the  above. 

Examples  of  the  foregoing  minimum  price  per  busb^  (eirail  or  b«e^- 

Chicago,  No.  1  RW _ _ _ _ _ ‘ 

Minneapolis,  No.  1  DNS _ _ _ ... _ _ _  '**  «■ 

Kansas  City,  No.  1  HW. ....... _ _ _ _  «« 

Portland,  No.  1  8W _ _ _ _ _ _ _ m 

Noncommercial  wheat-producing  area;  Same  basis  as  in  oommertial  m 
except  133  percent  of  applicable  support  rate. 

Export  (as  wheat):  Under  Announcement  GR-261  revisetL  as  fg 

application  under  arrangements  for  barter  and  approved  credit  lata  tab 
at  prices  determined  daily,  and  under  Announcement  OR-4U  wim 
amended,  for  specific  offerings  as  announced.  Dispoaals  under  Paywatin- 
Kind  Program  under  Announcement  GR-345.  « 

Available  Evanston,v  Dallas,  Kansas  City,  Minneapolis  and  Portkad  088 
Commodity  Offices. 

Domestic,  imrestrlcted  use;  Market  price,  basis  in  store,*  but  not  leas  thin  Ike 

1959  applicable  loan  rate  plus  (1)  a  markup  of  12  cents  per  bu^  tor  eon  la 
storage  at  point  of  production  or  (2)  a  markup  of  14  cents  per  bululaiidtkt 
rail  freight  from  point  of  production  to  the  present  point  of  storaie  kt  on 
in  storage  at  other  than  the  point  of  production. 

Examples  of  the  forgoing  minimum  iiwice  pa*  bushel  for  No.  2  veDov  on, 
13.3  percent  moisture  and  1.4  percent  foreign  material  inaladlnt  smn 
paid-in  freight  from  Woodford  County,  Ill.,  to  Chicago  and  Bedvtod 
County,  Minn.,  to  Minneapolis,  respectively: 


Dairy  products. 


Cheddar  Cheese:  Cheddars,  flats, 
twins,  rindless  blocks  (Standard 
moisture  basis). 


Cotton,  upland. 


Cotton,  extra  long  staple. 


Wheat,  bulk. 


Chicago. 


Miimeapolis _ _  L9H 

Non-storable  com,  unrestricted  use,  (as  available):  At  other  than  bta  totn, 
through  the  offices  indicated  below.  At  bln  sites,  through  ASO  Omtj 
Offices. 

Export:  Under  Announcement  GR-212,  revised,  amended,  lor  appHottoa  to 
arrangements  for  barter  and  approved  credit  and  emergency  aaks,  and  nadg 
Announcement  GR-3(i8  for  Fe^  Grain  Payment-in-Kind  Propaa. 
Available  Eva'  ston,  Dallas,  Kansas  City,  Minneapolis  and  Forflaad  CK 
Commodity  Offices. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price,  basis  in  store,*  but  not  Isa  thathi 
1959  applicable  loan  rate,  plus  (1)  a  markup  of  11  cents  per  bushel  tor  ^to 
storage  at  point  of  production  and  (2)  a  markup  of  13  cents  per  bn^d  ladta 
rail  freight  from  point  of  production  to  present  point  of  storage  tor  aiti  to 
storage  at  other  than  the  point  of  production. 

Examples  of  the  foregoing  minimum  price  per  bushel  including  averagMiMil-ln 
freight  from  W^oodford  County,  Ill.,  to  Chicago  and  Bwwood  Cemty, 
Minn.,  to  Minneapolis  respectively:  _ 

Chicago,  No.  3  oats . . . . . . 

Minneapolis,  No.  3  oats _ — 

Export:  Under  Announcement  GR-212,  revised,  amended,  for  epP«»»  to 
approved  credit  and  emergency  sales  and  under  Announcement  0B-3» 
for  Feed  Grain  Payment-in-Kind  Program.  .  «  naa 

Available  Minneapolis,  Evanston,  Kansas  City,  Portland,  and  DauM  C«> 
Commodity  Office.  ^ 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  basis  In  store  but  not  »«  tten^ 
1959  applicable  loan  rates  plus  (1)  14  cents  per  bushel  If  received  by  tnici 
or  (2)  11  cents  per  bu.shel  If  recelv^  by  rail  or  barge. 

If  delivery  is  outside  the  area  of  production,  applicable  freight  win  be  aaow 
to  the  above. 

Example  of  the  foregoing  minimum  price  per  bushel  (eirall  or  barge): 

Minneapolis,  No.  2  or  belter . I* 

Export:  Under  Announcement  GR-212,  revised,  amended,  for 
arrangements  for  barter  and  approved  credit  and  emergency  sales,  and  aaw 
Announcement  GR-368  for  Feed  Grain  Payment-in-Kind  ^ 

Available  Minneapolis,  Evanston,  Kansas  City,  Portland  and  DalM  ^ 
Commodity  Offices.  .  ^ 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  basis  In  store  bnt  not  tnm  •" 
1959  applicable  loan  rates  plus  (1)  17  cents  per  bushel  If  received  by 
(2)  12  cents  per  bushel  if  received  by  rail  or  barge. 


Barley,  bulk. 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Conunodity 


Sales  price  or  method  of  sale 


Q^iorjhoms.bullc. 


Billed  (as  available) 


If  delivery  is  outside  the  area  of  production,  applicable  freight  will  be  added  to 
the  above. 

Example  of  the  foregoing  minimum  price  per  bushel  (exrail  or  barge): 
Minneapolis,  No.  2  or  better . $1. 25 

Export:  Under  Announcement  QRt-212  revised,  amended,  for  application  to 
approved  credit  and  emergency  sales,  and  under  Announcement  QR-d68  for 
Feed  Grain  Payment-ln-Klnd  Program. 

Available  Minneapolis,  Evanston,  Portland,  Dallas  and  Kansas  City  CSS 
Commodity  Offices. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  basis  in  store  but  not  less  than  the 
1950  applicable  loan  rates  plus  (1)  30  cents  per  hundredweight  If  received  by 
truck  or  (2)  21  cents  per  hundredweight  if  received  by  rail  or  barge. 

If  delivery  is  outside  the  area  of  production,  applicable  freight  will  be  added 
to  the  above. 

Example  of  the  foregoing  minimum  price  per  hundredweight  (exrail  or  barge): 
Kansas  City,  No.  2  or  bettor . - . - . $2. 11 

Export:  Under  Announcement  QR-212,  revised',  amended,  (or  application  to 
arrangements  for  barter  and  approved  credit  wd  emergency  sale.^,  and  under 
Announcement  QR-368for  Feed  Grain  Payment-ln-Kind  Program. 

Available  Evanston,  Dallas,  Kansas  City,  Minneapolis  and  Portland  CSS 
Commodity  Offices. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  but  not  less  than  equivalent  1959 
loan  rate  for  rough  rice  by  varieties  and  grades  plus  5  percent,  adjusted  for 
milling,  plus  24  cents  per  hundredweight  basis  in  store.  Prices  and  quantities 
available  by  varieties  and  grades  may  be  obtained  from  Dallas  CSS  Com¬ 
modity  Office.  . 

Example  of  minimum  prices  of  milled  rice  per  hundredweight  at  mills: 


U.S.  No.  3 

U.S.  No.  i 

Blue  Bonnet........ _ _ _ 

9.28 

8.57 

Century  Patna.. _ _ _ 

8.53 

7.90 

Sl((,roi«b. 


SofbMtns,  bulk  1957  and  1956  crop 
tnUable). 


FwoDts,  shelled  (as  available) — 


Petnnts,  farmers  stock  (as  avaU- 
tbie). 

Unaed  oU _ _ 

Tub|  _ _ .... 

Oom  rosin. ............I......... 


Export:  Under  OR-379  for  application  to  arrangements  for  barter  and  approved 
credit  sales.  Prices  and  quantities  available  by  varieties  and  grades  may  be 
obtained  from  Dallas  CSS  Commodity  Offree. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  but  not  less  than  the  1959  loan  rate 
plus  5  percent,  plus  25  cents  per  hundredweight,  basis  in  store. 

Export:  As  milled  or  brown  under  Announcement  OR-369,  Rice  Export  Pro¬ 
gram  Payment-in-Kind,  and  under  OR-379  for  approved  credit  sales. 

Prices,  quantities,  and  varieties  of  rough  rice  available  from  Dallas  CSS  Com¬ 
modity  Oflioe. 

Domestic  for  crushing  or  export:  Market  priee  basis  in  store  but  not  less  than 
the  1959  basic  loon  rate  (or  No.  2  grade,  basis  point  of  storage,  plus  20  cents 
per  bushel,  plus  the  value  of  billing,  if  any,  as  determined  by  the  OSS  Com¬ 
modity  Office.'  Market  discounts  for  quality  (actors  will  be  applied  to  the 
basic  price  to  determine  the  actual  sales  prices. 

Sales  for  application  under  arrangements  for  barter  will  be  made  under  OR-212, 
revised  and  amended,  f.o.b.  vessel  at  Great  Lakes  ports  or  delivered  port 
elsewhere.  Sales  prices  will  be  the  same  as  to  other  buyers  plus  an  adjustment 
for  transportation  and  other  charges  required  to  place  the  soybeans  at  the 
export  delivery  point. 

Available  Dallas,  Evanston,  Kansas  City  and  Minneapolis  CSS  Commodity 
Offices. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  Market  price  but  not  less  than  the  following  mini¬ 


mum  prices: 

Centt 

per 

Virginias:  pound 

Extra  large....... . 22.9 

Mediums......... _ 20.9 

No.  I’S . 19. 1 

Spanish,  No.  I’s _ _ _ _ _ _ 19. 15 

8.E.  Runners,  No.  I’s . 17.90 


DOMESTIC  FOR  CRUSHING  OR  EXPORT:  Competitive  bid  under 
CCC  Peanut  Announcement  1,  as  amended. 

Domestic  for  crushing  or  export:  Competitive  bid  under  Announcement  1, 
as  amended. 

Available  Dallas  CSS  Commodity  Office. 

Domestic  or  export,  unrestricted  use:  Cornpetitive  bid  on  limited  quantities 
as  announced  from  time  to  time  by  the  Clincinnati  CSS  Commodity  Office 

Export:  Competitive  bid  under  Announcement  DL-OP-10  by  Dallas  CSS 
Commodity  Office. 

Domestic,  unrestricted  use:  OITer  and  acceptance  basis,  in  galvanized  metal 
drums  (approximating  517  pounds  net)  in  the  stated  quantities  and  on  the 
designated  storage  yards,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  Aimounce- 
ment  TB-21-59  and  supplements  thereto  which  will  be  issued  periodically 
during  the  month.  Available  through  the  American  Turpentine  Farmers 
Association  Cooperative,  Valdosta,  Georgia. 

Export:  Competitive  bids  (or  rosin  in  storage  subject  to  Aimounccment  TB- 
21-59  and  weekly  supplements  thereto. 


>  At  the  processor’s  plant  or  warehouse  but  with  any  prepaid  storage  and  outhandling  charges  (or  the  benefit  of 
the  bay er. 

•In  those  counties  in  which  grain  is  stored  In  CCC  bin  sites  delivery  will  be  made  f.o.b.  buyer’s  conveyance  at 
bln  sites  without  additional  cost;  sales  will  also  be  made  in  store  approved  warehouses  in  such  county  smd  adjacent 
coonties  at  the  same  price,  provided  the  buyer  makes  arrangements. 


(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U5.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  407,  63  Stat. 
1065;  J  US.C.  1427,  sec.  208,  63  Stat.  901) 

Issued:  December  3,  1959. 

Forest  W.  Beall, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FJl  Doc.  59-10376:  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1959; 
8:47  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  2991 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

December  4, 1959. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 


mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR  1.40)  including  special  rules  (49 
CFR  1.241)  governing  notice  of  filing  of 
applications  by  motor  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  or  passengers  or  brokers  under 
sections  206,  209  and  211  of  the  Interstate. 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  respect  thereto. 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.m..  United  States  standard  time 
unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hear¬ 
ing  OR  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  1827  (Sub  No.  33) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1959.  Applicant:  K.  W.  Mc- 
KEE,  INCORPORATED,  2811  Highway 
55,  St.  Paul  18,  Minn.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  R.  Fowler,  2288  Univer¬ 
sity  Avenue,  St.  Paul  14,  Minn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes^  transporting:  (1)  Trucks,  in  in¬ 
itial  movements,  by  truckaway  and 
driveaway  methods,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Colorado  and  Wyoming;  (2) 
Damaged,  defective,  rejected,  or  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  secondary  movements,  by 
truckaufay  and  driveaway  methods,  from 
points  in  Arizona,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  and  Texas,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn.; 
and  (3)  Damaged,  defective,  rejected,  or 
returned  shipments  of  trucks,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  by  truckaway  and 
driveaway  methods,  from  points  in 
Colorado  and  Wyoming  to  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  operations  are 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  performed 
under  a  contract  with  the  Ford  MoUrt 
Company. 

HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  in  Room 
926,  Metropolitan  Building,  Second  Av¬ 
enue,  South  and  Third,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  2153  (Sub  No.  26),  filed  No¬ 
vember  6,  1959.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1205  Front 
Avenue,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  F.  J.  Smith,  Suite  200,  Pro¬ 
fessional  Building,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Clay 
products,  in  truckload  Ipts  of  not  less 
than  30,000  lbs.,  from  points  in  North 
Dakota  located  west  of  the  Missouri 
River,  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Wisconsin,  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Minnesota,  and  Nebraska,  and  refused 
or  rejected  shipments,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
used  in  transporting  clay  products,  on 
return.  Applicant  is  authorized  td  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Minnesota,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

HEARING:  February  1,  1960,  in  the 
North  Dakota  Public  Service  Commis- 
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Sion,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub  No.  177),  filed 
September  14,  1959.  Applicant:  ROAD¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  147  Park  Street, 
P.O.  Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  William  O.  Turney,  2001 
Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington 
6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
an  alternate  route,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Decatur,  Ala.,  and  Huntsville, 
Ala.,  from  Decatur  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  72  to  Huntsville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  between  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  between  Athens, 
Ala.,  and  Huntsville,  Ala.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Alabama,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Notx:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  February  2,  1960,  at  the 
U.8.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
l^fore  Joint  Board  No.  100,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 
'  No.  MC  2253  (Sub  No.  20) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1959.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
FREIGHT  CARRIERS  CORPORATION, 
Box  707,  Cherryville,  N.C.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  E.  Wilson,  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  fresh,  frozen  and  cured,  from 
Orangeburg,  S.C.,  to  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Connecticut,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  North 
Carolina,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  15,  1960,  at  the 
'  Charlotte  Hotel,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  before 
Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub  No.  198),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1959.  Applicant:  DEATON 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  3409  10th  Avenue, 
North,  Birmingham.  Ala.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  W.  Cooper,  818-821  Mas¬ 
sey  Building,  Birmingham  3,  Ala.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Scrap  metals, 
namely,  iron  and  steel,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Florida,  Arkansas,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  to  all  points 
in  Alabama.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  North 
Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  at  the 
Hotel  Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 


NOTICES 

No.  MC  26396  (Sub  No.  14),  filed 
March  30,  1959.  Applicant:  STAR 

'TRANSFER  CX)MPANY,  a  corporation, 
1024  Second  Avenue,  North  Billings, 
Mont.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  F.  Meg- 
len,  204-205  Behner  Building.  2822  Third 
Avenue  North,  Billings,  Mont.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and 
dry  fertilizer  compound,  in  bulk,  and  in 
bags  and  packages,  from  Anaconda 
plant  at  Anaconda,  Mont.,  (1)  to  points 
in  Idaho  except  points  in  Owyhee.  Idaho, 
and  Valley  Counties,  Idaho;  (2)  to  points 
in  Bowman,  Adams,  Slope,  Hettinger, 
Stark,  Golden  Valley,  Billings,  Dunn, 
McKenzie,  McLean,  Mountrail,  Williams, 
Divide,  and  Burke  Counties,  N.  Dak.; 
(3)  to  points  in  Box  Elder,  Cache,  Car¬ 
bon,  Duchesne,  Emery,  Morgan,  Salt 
Lake.  Sanpete,  Sevier,  Uintah,  Utah, 
and  Weber  Counties,  Utah;  and  (4)  to 
points  in  Wyoming;  and  contaminated 
or  rejected  shipments  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  commodities,  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Montana.  Wyoming,  and  Idaho. 

HEARING:  January  11,  1960,  at  the 
Commercial  Club,  Billings,  Mont.,  before 
Examiner  Lawrence  Van  l^ke. 

No.  MC  26396  (Sub  No.  16) ,  filed  April 
6.  1959.  Applicant:  STAR  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1024  Second 
Avenue  North,  Billings,  Mont.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  J.  F.  Meglen,  2822  Third 
Avenue  North,  Billings,  Mont.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk  and  in  bags  and  containers,  from 
Georgetown,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming,  and  contaminated  and  reject¬ 
ed  shipments  of  dry  fertilizer  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Idaho,  Montana,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming. 

Note;  Applicant  states  the  above  move¬ 
ments  are  to  be  used  in  connection  with  its 
present  operating  authority. 

HEARING:  January  12,  1960,  at  the 
Commercial  Club,  Billings.  Mont.,  before 
Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  26396  (Sub  No.  20) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1959.  Applicant:  STAR 

TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
1024  Second  Avenue  North,  Billings, 
Mont.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  F.  Meg¬ 
len,  2822  Third  Avenue  North,  Billings, 
Mont.  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cul¬ 
vert  pipe,  corrugated,  coated,  set  up  or 
knocked  down,  from  Billings,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  Wyoming  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  26,  those  in  North  Dakota  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  83,  and  those 
in  South  Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  83  from  the  North  Dakota  State 
line  to  the  Missouri  River,  then  points 
west  of  the  Missouri  River  to  the  Ne¬ 
braska  State  line;  (2)  cement,  in  bulk 
and  bags,  from  Trident,  Mont.,  to  points 
in  Lemhi,  Custer,  Butte,  Clark,  Fremont, 
Jefferson,  Madison, « Teton,  Bonneville, 
Caribou,  Bannock,  Power,  Bearlake, 
Bingham.  Cassia.  Twin  Falls,  Jerome, 
Gooding,  Lincoln,  Blaine,  Oneida,  Frank¬ 
lin.  and  Minidoka  Counties,  Idaho,  those 
in  Teton,  Lincoln,  Sublette,  Fremont,  Hot 


Springs.  Washakie,  Johnson.  I 

Counties,  and  Yellowstone  Patk. 
and  those  in  North  Dakota  on 
of  U.S.  Highway  83;  (3)  borite  w 
Don,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Montami-^ 
sulfuric  acid,  from  Riverton  Wso  ♦ 
points  in  Montana,  and  rejected  sk^ 
merits  of  the  above-specified  corm^ 
ities  on  return.  Applicant  is  authorS 
to  conduct  operations  in  Montana^ 
Wyoming. 

HEARING:  January  14,  I960  at  th^ 
Commercial  Club,  Billings.  Mont,  bef^ 
Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke.  ’  ^ 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub  No.  159),  filed  Oc. 
tober  26,  1959,  Applicant:  DALLAS  i 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  IN^wJ 
West  Sample  Street,  South  Bend’  M 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  Pi’ertM 
523  Johnson  Building,  Muncie,  IncL  Ao! 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  comrm 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Prefahricatei 
structures  and  component  parts  of  pr^ 
fabricated  structures,  and,  when  shipped 
with  the  foregoing  commoditleB,  ma. 
terials  and  supplies,  necessary  for  their 
erection,  from  Huntington  Park.  Calif 
to  points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op. 
erations  throughout  the  United  Statw. 

HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Los  Angelea,  Calif, 
before  Examiner  F.  Roy  l.lnn. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub  No.  422),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1959.  Applicant:  CXDNSOLI- 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  211J 
Northwest  Savier  Street,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ronald  E.  Pod- 
man.  Consolidated  Freightways,  Inc.,  175 
Linfield  Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  cmmn 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting; 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  commodities  in  bulk, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  other  than  those  reQuiring 
special  handling  because  of  weight  or 
size,  and  commodities  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading,  from  Hamil¬ 
ton,  N.  Dak.,  over  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  for  joinder  purposes, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  or  off -route  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  am- 
venience  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  Line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  In  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho.  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Montana.  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota.  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Common  contr<^  may  be  lnv<rfv«d. 

HEARING:  February  2.  1960,  in  the 
North  Dakota  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak,,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub  No.  425),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  26,  1959,  Applicant:  CONSOU- 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  21W 
Northwest  Savier  Street,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ronald  E.  Pod- 
man,  175  Linfield  Drice,  Menlo  Park, 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
Son  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
routes,  transportmg:  Caustic 
iJXfrom  East  Pasco.  Wash.,  to  points 
summing.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
SndJctoperations  in  Nevada.  Colo- 
niinois.  Indiana.  Iowa.  Michigan, 

Sfika  New  Mexico.  South  Dakota, 
vSU^’wisconsin.  Wyoming,  Oregon, 

SiMton.  Idaho.  Caliloraia,  North 
rlwA  Minnesota,  Montana,  and  Utah. 

muring:  January  29.  1960,  at  the 
T-f-rstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear- 
S.  RoSm  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 

^tland.  Oreg.,  before  Examiner  Law- 

(Sub  No.  429),  filed  No- 
ri  2.  1959.  Applicant:  CONSOLI- 
SaS  PREIGHTWAYS.  INC.,  2116 
torthwest  Savier  Street.  Portland,  Oreg. 

Vlllcant’s  attorney:  William  B.  Adams, 
pjjifl^uilding.  Portland  4.  Oreg.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
^er  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

routes  transporting :  FerfiZfeers  and /er-  _ 

tilizer  compounds,  liquid  or  dry,  (a)  be-  and  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci- 
tween  points  in  Montana,  Idaho,  Oregon,  dental  facilities,  used  in  transporting  the 
and  that  part  of  Washington  on  and  east  above-described  commodities,  on  return, 
oi  UJS.  Highway  97,  restricted  against  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera- 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating  tions  in  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky, 
itw  destined  to  points  in  British  Co-  Michigan,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Ohio, 
lumbla,  Canada,  and  (b)  between  points  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia, 
in  that  part  of  Washington  east  of  U.S.  HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  at  the 
Highway  97.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  Hotel  Buffalo,  Washington  and  Swan 
the  other,  that  part  of  Washington  west  Streets,  Buffalo,  New  York,  before  Exam- 
of  U.S.  Highway  97,  restricted  against  iner  Abraham  J.  Essrick. 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating  No.  MC  58212  (Sub  No.  19),  filed  Sep¬ 
al  or  destined  to  points  in.  British  Co-  tember  8,  1959.  Applicant:  MAAS 

lombia,  Canada.  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  No.  2  and  No. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1960,  at  the  85  North,  Williston,  N.  Dak.  Applicant’s 
Davenport  Hotel,  Spokane,  Wash.,  before  attorney:  John  R.  Davidson,  200  Ameri- 
Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke.  can  State  Bank  Building,  Williston,  N. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub  No.  434),  filed  Dak.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
November  20,  1959.  Applicant:  CON-  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
SOLIDATED  PREIGHTWAYS  CORPO-  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Clay 
RATION  OP  DELAWARE,  175  Linfleld  and  clay  products,  including  tile,  brick. 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s  pipe,  and  related  articles  from  Dickin- 
attoraey:  William  B.  Adams,  Pacific  son.  N.  Dak.,  and  points  within  ten  (10) 
BoUding,  Portland  4,  Oreg.  Authority  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  South  Dakota, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier.  Montana,  Wyoming,  Nebraska,  and  Min- 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  nesota;  and  (2)  Salt  and  salt  products. 
transporting:  Acids  and  chemicals,  as  from  Williston.  N.  Dak.,  and  points  with- 
dc£n^  by  the  Commission,  and  chemical  in  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
tdlutms,  liquid  or  dry,  between  points  South  Dakota.  Montana,  Wyoming, 
in  Oregon  and  Washington,  on  the  one  Nebraska,  and  Minnesota.  Applicant  is 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Dakota,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  Nevada.  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper-  Dakota. 

ations  in  Arizona.  California,  Colorado,  HEARING:  February  2,  1960,  in  the 
Idaho,  Illinois.  Indiana.  Iowa,  Michigan.  North  Dakota  Public  Service  Commis- 
Uinnesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  sion,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  before  Examiner 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  Leo  A.  Riegel.  - 

South  Dakota.  Utah,  Washington,  Wis-  No.  MC  89617  (Sub  No.  13) .  filed  No- 
consln,  and  Wyoming.  .  vember  13,  1959.  Applicant:  FREEMAN 

HEARING:  December  14,  1959,  at  the  A.  LEWIS,  doing  business  as  LEWIS 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear-  TRUCK  LINES,  P.O.  Box  676,  Conway, 
Ing  Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue,  S.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank  A. 
Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Graham.  Jr.,  707'Security  Federal  Build- 

ing,  Columbia  1,  S.C.  Authority  sought 
No.  MC  49368  (Sub  No.  82),  filed  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
September  28,  1959.  Applicant:  COM-  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
PLETE  auto  transit,  INC.,  18465  ing:  Roofing  and  siding,  and  roofing  and 

Cou^ns  Highway,  Detroit  35,  siding  materials,  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  to 
^h.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Edmund  M.  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
^dy,  Guardian  Building,  Detroit  26,  U.S.  Highway  21,  from  the  North  Caro- 
•fich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  lina-South  Carolina  State  line,  to  Char- 
cwitrocf  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  lotte,  thence  U.S.  Highway  29  from 
routes,  transporting:  Automo-  Charlotte  to  Greensboro,  and  on  and 
bodies,  and  parts  thereof,  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  70  from  Greens- 
v%cK$,  chassis,  bodies,  cabs,  and  parts  boro  to  Morehead  City,  N.C.,  and  re¬ 


in  truckaway  and  driveaway  jected  shipments  of  the  above  described 

commodities,  on  return.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
South  Carolina.  North  Carolina,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  Georgia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  is  authorized 
to  perform  the  above  service  by  tacking  on 
his  Certificate  Nos.  MC  89617  and  sub  No.  8 
thereunder;  but  desires,  by  this  application 
to  eliminate  the  necessity  of  operating 
through  Horry  County,  S.C. 

HEARING:  January  14,  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Colmnbia,  S.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  130,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub  No.  85) ,  filed-  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1959.  AppUcant:  WALKER 
HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  624  Penn  Avenue 
NE.,  Atlanta  8.  Ga.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  R.  J.  Resmolds,  Jr.,  1403  C  &  S 
National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sodium  hydrosul¬ 
fide,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Car- 
tersville,  Ga.,  to  Oak  Point,  La.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  North  Carolina,  Delaware.  Ken- 
tuclQ'^,  Maryland,  Virginia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Florida.  Louisiana.  Texas.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and' Ohio. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1960,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub  No.  86) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  20.  1959.  Applicant:  WALKER 
HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  624  Penn  Avenue 
NE.,  Atlanta  8,  Ga.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  Suite  1403 
C  &  S  National  Bank  Building.  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
oils  and  blends  and  products  thereof,  ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products,  animal  oils  and 
animal  oils  blended  with  vegetable  oils, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Alabama.  Georgia,  and  Mississippi  to 
points  in  Hamilton  County,  Tenn.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Alabama,  Delaware.  Florida. 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see.  Texas,  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1960,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub  No.  87) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  20.  1958.  Applicant:  WALKER 
HAULING  CO.,  INC.,  624  Penn  Avenue 
NE.,  Atlanta  8,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  R.  J.  Resmolds,  Jr.,  Suite  1403,  C 
&  S  National  Bank  Building.  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vege¬ 
table  oils  and  animal  oils,  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Hamilton  County,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  New  York.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kentucky.  Louisiana. 
Maryland,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
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Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1960,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.;  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  103191  (Sub  No.  9) ,  hied  Octo¬ 
ber  12,  1959.  Applicant:  THE  GEO.  A. 
RHEMAN  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2095,  Sta¬ 
tion  “A,”  2019  Elgin  Street,  Charleston, 
S.C.  Applicant’s  attorney;  Frank  A. 
Graham,  Jr.,  707  Security  F^eral  Build¬ 
ing,  Colmnbia  1,  S.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ethylene  gas,  in  shipper-owned  tube 
trailers,  (1)  from  Institute,  W.  Va.,  to 
the  plant  site  of  T.  E.  Wannamaker,  Inc., 
at  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  and  (2)  from  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  to  the  plant  site  of  T.  E. 
Wannamaker,  Inc.,  at  Orangeburg,  S.C., 
and  empty  shipper-owned  tube  trailers, 
on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Florida,  Georgia. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  and 
Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  18.  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms.  Columbia,  S.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub  No.  156),  filed 
September  29, 1959.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  500 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oils  and  blends  thereof, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Moultrie, 
Ga..  to  points  in  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Indiana,  Wisconsin,  New  Jersey, 
and  Pennsylvania.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Alabama. 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1960,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta.  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub  No.  161),  filed 
October  21,  1959.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street.  Jacksonville.  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Atlantic 
National  Bank  Building,  Jacksonville  2, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Hillsborough  County,  Fla.  to 
points  in  Richmond  County.  Ga.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub  No.  162),  filed 
October  26,  1959.  Applicant:  PETTRO- 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATTON,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Atlan¬ 
tic  National  Bank  Building,  Jacksonville, 
2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Methanol, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Santa  Rosa  County,  Fla.,  to  points  in 


Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and 
Virginia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina. 
Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING;  January  26,  1960,  at  the 
Masrflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub  No.  163),  filed 
October  27,  1959.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATTON,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  500  At¬ 
lantic  National  Bank  Building.  Jackson¬ 
ville  2,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Naval 
stores,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Dixie  Ctoimty,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Chatham  County,  T3a.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  West 
Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonvile,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  125),  filed 
October  19,  1959.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  500  Equity  Build¬ 
ing,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sougth  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in  ini¬ 
tial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Minnesota  (except  from 
St.  Paul,  Minn.)  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  to  Mount  Clemens,  De¬ 
troit,  and  Flint,  Mich.) ,  including  points 
in  Alaska  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  28,  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  133),  filed 
September  17,  1959.  Applicant:  NA- 
TTONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC.,  1916 
North  Sheridan  Road.  Tulsa,  Okla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Minnesota,  except  St. 
Paul,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  throughout  the 
United  States. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  138),  filed 
November  2,  1959.  Applicant:  NATION¬ 
AL  TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  Box  8096 
Dawson  Station.  1916  North  Sheridan 
Road,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over*  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Boats  not  exceeding  18'  in  length, 
from  points  in  Utah  to  all  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska,  and  re¬ 
turned  or  refused  shipments  and  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodity  on  return. 


Applicant  is  authorized  to  condoet 
ations  throughout  the  United 

HEARING:  January  13. 

Utah  Public  Service  Cwnmlat^ift 
Lake  City.  Utah,  before  awmSri.r 
H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub  No.  135)  flwi*. 
vember  4.  1959.  Applicant:  ALT^^i 
TRANSPORT  LINES.  INC., 

Allapattah  Station,  2424  Northwi^ii!: 
Street.  Miami,  Fla.  AppUcanfslS? 
ney:  Frank  B.  Hand.  Jr.,  TransDoruSL' 
Building.  Washington  6,  D.C.  AuSorS 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  co^ 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  ronu’ 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products  m 
meat  by-products  and  articles  distmS 
by  meat  packing  houses,  from  potaUh 
Iowa  to  points  in  Florida.  Applicant  h 
authorized  to  conduct  operation!  h 
Alabama.  Arkansas,  Connecticut  n^i.- 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia.  Iowa,  TiUnA 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucl^,  LouWiiiI 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
gan,  Minnesota,  MississipiH,  Missouri 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina.  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahooi 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  (So- 
lina.  South  Dakota,  Tennessee.  Ttm 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  W 
consin,  and  the  District  of  ColumWt. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1960,  at  ^ 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Pla.,  be- 
fore  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub  No.  80),  filed 
October  22,  1959.  Applicant:  INSURED 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  251  Part  8^ 
San  Leandro,  Calif. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  John  G.  I^ons, 
Mills  Tower,  San  Francisco  4,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  lrr«- 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Tracfci,  k 
driveaway  and  truckaway  s«rviee,  k 
initial  movements,  from  Ptnnona,  Calif., 
to  points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  em- 
duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  January  20.  1960,  at  the 
Federal  Building.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  107527  (Sub  No.  40),  filed 
August  31,  1959.  Applicant:  POST 

'TRANSPORTATTON  (X)MPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  3152  East  26th  Street,  Loe 
Angeles  23,  Calif.  Applicant’s  atUnmej; 
John  C.  Allen,  1212  Wflshlre  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles  17,  Calif.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  ^  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Compressed  Hydrogen,  in  shipper- 
owned  tube  trailers,  from  Compton, 
Calif.,  to  Henderson,  Nev.,  and  enpU 
tube  trailers,  on  return.  Applicant  i* 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Utah,  Wyo¬ 
ming.  Montana,  Idaho,  Colorado,  and 
New  Mexico. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1960,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Los  Angeles,  CaM, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  78,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  107643  (Sub  No.  51),  ^ 
October  30,  1959.  AppUcant:  8T. 

JOHNS  MOTOR  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  7220  North  Burlington  Avenue, 
Portland  3,  Oreg.  Applicant’s 
George  H.  Hart,  Central  BuildibS.  Sea*- 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  W.  P.  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  Knowles,  New  Richmond,  Wis.  Author-  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car-  ing:  (1)  Concrete  mix,  mortar  mix,  con- 

rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  Crete  mix  and  mortar  mix  ingredients, 
routes,  transporting:  Fresh  citrus  juices,  from  points  in  Spokane  County,  Wash., 
in  containers,  from  Columbia,  Mo.,  to  to  points  in  Washington  east  of  the  Cas- 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  North  cade  Mountains,  those  in  that  part  of 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  Idaho  north  of  the  southern  boundary 
Wisconsin,  and  empty  containers  and  re-  of  Idaho  County,  those  in  that  part  of 
jected  shipments  on  return.  Applicant  Montana  lying  in  and  west  of  the  east- 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  em  boundaries  of  Carbon,  Yellowstone, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Musselshell,  Fergus,  Chouteau,  and  Hill 
Minnesota.  Missouri.  Nebraska,  North  Counties,  and  those  in  Umatilla,  Wal- 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin.  Iowa.  Union,  Morrow,  Gilliam.  Sherman, 
Note:  Applicant  states  it  will  serve  all  Wasco  Counties,  Oreg.,  and  empty 

accounts  of  tiie  Central  States  Processors,  containers  or  Other  such  incidental  fa— 
Inc.  This  application  was  previously  pub-  cilities,  used  in  transporting  the  above- 
lished  under  the  “No  Hearing”  procedvues.  described  commodities,  on  return;  (2) 
HEARING:  January  19.  1960.  in  Room  Concrete  products,  reinforc^  or  plain, 
926,  Metropolitan  Building.  Second  Ave-  coritainersor  other  such  in- 

nue.  South  and  Third.  Minneapolis.  factMtes  used  in  transporti^ 

Minn.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel.  products,  l^twron 

No.  MC  109141  (Sub  No.  23),  filed 
March  30.  1959.  Applicant:  L.  P.  GAS  ^ 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation.  P.O.  north  of  the  southern  bounda^  of  Idaho 
Box  67.  Billings.  Mont.  Applicant’s  at-  County,  th^  in  that  part  ^  Montana 
torney:  Jerome  Anderson,  Box  1472,  ^ 

Billings,  Mont.  Authority  sought  to  op-  Mis^^a,  Gra^te,  and 

erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  R^vam  CounWes,  and  tlm^  in  Waltoj^. 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 

ing:  Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  in  bulk,  Applicant  is  authorized  to  ^nduct  op- 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Opal.  Riverton,  ^  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 

and  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  and  points  within  ««  iQ-n  of 

five  (5)  miles  of  each,  to  points  in  Mon-  ^  ® 

tana.  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota,  Davenport  Hotel,  Spokane,  W^.,  before 

points  in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S.  fliPd 

Highway  6,  those  in  Utah  on  and  north 

of  U.S.  Highway  50.  and  those  in  that  't^  a  c^atira 

part  of  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  Ne-  ShSYw  aJS’ 

braska  Highway  19.  Applicant  is  au- 

thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Colo-  ^JiPQnn?h f riJJ’ 
rado,  Idaho.  Montana.  Nebraska.  North 

Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wy-  Authwity  ^ught  to  oi^rate  as  a 

yvjr  commou  carricT,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

HEkRING:  January  13.  1960,  at  the 
Commercial  Club,  Billings.  Mont.,  before 

Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke.  anH  ^ 

No.  MC  109518  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  AprU  S 

24,  1959.  Applicant:  ADAMS  TRANS- 

PORT,  INC.,  East  12205  Empire  Avenue,  rnSriH^ 

Spokane.  Wash.  Applicant’s  attorney: 

George  H.  Hart.  Central  Building,  Seat- 

as  a  TomLncl^ri^^'^y'^t^  ?Sle  gom  Tex^^’mS  ^d  W^^ 
nSp?  HEARING:  January  20,  1960,  at  the 

Federal  Building,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  be- 

SttTtd,  QTdVClf  ctldtOTTldCCOUS  CdTtftg  P0220*“  iaa  /m*  4'f  tVia 

Ian  bentonite  clavs  crushed  rack  and  Board  No.  166,  or,  if  the  Joint 

SL‘rVSiv 

in  W^hington  east  of  the  Cawade  **^0  mc  1^689  (Sub  ^98) ,  Med 
Mountains,  points  in  Idaho  north  of  the  -g-o  Anniicant*  W  S 

Domte  S hatch  CO..  643  South  800  West’,  Woods 

Gross.  Utah.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mark 

h^fld  ^tSIp  H.  Boyle,  345  South  State  Street.  Salt 

head,  ^ke,  Missoula,  CIramte,  and  Utah.  Authority  sought  to 

Ravalli  Counties,  and  empty  confmners  ^  ^  common  carrier,  by  motor 

or  other  such  incidental  facilities,  i^ed  j  irregular  routes  transport- 

Artds  and  chemicols,  in  bulk,  from 
an?SJS^Pd  to  pnndlli?’  in  Po^^ts  in  Arizona  to  points  in  California, 

Tdahn  rejected  or  Contaminated  shipments, 

Id^o,  Montana,  Oregon,  and  Wash-  return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 

T  oe  infiA  *.  conduct  Operations  in  Utah,  Nevada, 

D^fn^rtHotefsTOtone^wS  b^fSe  Idaho, Oregon, Colorado. Montana, Wyo- 

No.  MC  109518  (Sub  No.  9).  filed  April  oo  mpn  ♦ 

24,  1959.  Applicant:  ADAMS  TRANS-  HEARING:  January  22,  1960,  at  the 
PORT,  INC.,  East  12205  Empire  Build-  Federal  Building,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  be¬ 
ing,  Spokane,  Wash.  Applicant’s  attor-  fore  Joint  Board  No.  47,  or,  if  the  Joint 
ney:  George  H.  Hart,  Central  Building,  Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
Seattle  4.  Wash.  Authority  sought  to  before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Liim. 


tie  4.  wash. 

„  «  COWffKWl 

^rS^icais.  chemical  solutions,  and 
in  tank  vehicles,  and  contaminat¬ 
es^  rejected  shipments  of  the  above- 
USed  commodities,  between  points  in 
Sn  and  Washington,  on  the  one 
?S  and  on  the  other,  points  in  Cali- 
(2)  Dry  urea,  in  bulk,  from 
Snte’in  California  to  points  in  Oregon 
“^Washington,  and  contaminated  and 
zLted  Oiipments  of  dry  urea,  on  re- 
tam  AWlicant  is  authorized  to  con- 
E operations  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Ore- 
Utah,  and  Washington. 

HSARING:  February  3^1960,  at  the 
interstate  Commerce  Conunission,  Hear- 
^  Room,.  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
Eland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 

5  or  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Law¬ 
rence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  107643  (Sub  No.  52) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1959.  Applicant:  ST.  JOHNS 
motor  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation, 
7220  North  Burlington  Avenue,  Port- 
l»nd  3,  Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
George  H.  Hart,  Central  Building,  Se- 
jttie  4,  Wash.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
i^cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Acids,  chemicals,  chemical  solutions 
ind  rc«ns,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Spring- 
field,  (keg.,  to  points  in  Idaho  and  Mon¬ 
tana  contaminated  or  rejected  ship- 
nests  of  the  above-specified  conunodi- 
ties,  on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Montana,^  Utah,  and^Washington. 

HEARING:  February  2,  1960,  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
PcHtland,  Oreg.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
J96,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  107643  (Sub  No.  53),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1959.  Applicant:  ST.  JOHNS 
MOTOR  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation, 
7220  North  Burlington  Avenue,  Portland, 
Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  B. 
Adams,  Pacific  Building.  Portland  4. 
Oreg.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizers 
and  fertilizer  compounds,  liquid  or  dry, 
(a)  between  points  in  Montana,  Idaho. 
Oregon,  and  Uiat  part  of  Washington  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97;  and  (b) 
between  ppints  in  that  part  of  Washing¬ 
ton  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  that  part  of 
Washington  west  of  U.S.  Highway  97. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho, 
Montana,  and  Utah. 

Non:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper- 
attont  herein  will  be  restricted  against  the 
truupwtatlon  of  traffic  originating  at,  or 
JlJitlned  to,  points  in  British  Columbia, 
Canada. 

BEARING:  January  20,  1960,  at  the 
wenport  Hotel.  Spokane,  Wash.,  before 
“wniner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  108973  (Sub  No.  3)  (AMEND- 
J®NT),  filed  July  9,  1959,  published 
raWAt  Rbgister  issue  of  July  22,  1959. 
JwUcant:  INTERSTA-TE  EXPRESS, 
iNC.,  2334  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
No.  249 - 6 
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No.  MC  109689  (Sub  No.  99),  filed 
October  26.  1959.  AppUcant:  W.  S. 
HATCH  CO.,  a  Utah  corporation,  643 
South  800  West,  Woods  Cross,  Utah. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Mark  K.  Boyle, 
345  South  State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City  1, 
Utah.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com 
syrup,  including  blends  of  com  symp  and 
liquid  sugar,  vegetable  oils,  animal  oils, 
fish  oils  and  tallow,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Utah  to  points  in  Idaho,  Wyoming, 
and  Neyada,  and  rejected  or  contami¬ 
nated  shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodities,  on  return.  Apphcant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho. 
Montana,  Nevada.  New  Mexico,  Oregon. 
Utah.  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  January  15.  1960,  at  the 
Utah  Public  Service  Commission.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  before  Examiner  James 

H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  109847  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  16.  1959.  Applicant:  BO^ 

UNCO  LINES,  INC.,  226  Ohio  Street. 
Buffalo  4,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harold  G.  Hemly,  1624  Eye  Street  NW. 
Washington  6.  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  ;^G^eraZ  commodities,  except  those 
-of  tmusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  (1) 
between  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.:  Prom  Binghamton  over  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Scranton.  Pa.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  611  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  46  near  Columbia,  N.J.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  46  to  Clifton,  N.J.,  thence 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  1,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
or  off-route  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized  op¬ 
erations;  and  (2)  between  Binghamton, 
N.Y.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.:  Prom  Bing¬ 
hamton  over  New  York  Highway  17  to 
the  New  York-New  Jersey  State  line, 
near  Suffem,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Highway  17  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  3,  thence  over  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  3  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 

I.  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
New  York,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  or  off- 
route  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  aiH>licant’s  authorized  opera¬ 
tions.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Maryland. 

Notc:  Applicant  states  it  is  agreeable  to 
a  restriction  against  tbe  use  of  either  of  the 
routes  sought  in  the  transportation  of  any 
shipment  moving  solely  between  the  “ex¬ 
empt”  New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  on 
UA.  Highway  17  between  Wellsvllle  and 
Binghamton,' including  Binghamton  but  not 
Including  WellsvUle. 

HEARING:  January  14,  1960,  at  the 
Hotel  Buffalo.  Washington  and  Swan 
Streets.  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Abraham  J.  Essrick. 


No.  MC  110252  (Sub  No.  47),  filed 
October  15,  1959.  Applicant:  JAMES  J. 
WILLIAMS,  INC.,  1108  North  Pearl 
Street,  Spokane,  Wash.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  William  B.  Adams.  Pacific  Build¬ 
ing,  Portland  4,  Oreg.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Fertilizers,  dry,  in  shipments  of 
not  less  than  20,000  pounds,  (a)  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Montana  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  91,  iwints  in  Idaho 
on  and  north  of  the  southern  boundary 
of  Idaho  County,  points  in  Washington 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97,  and 
those  in  Oregon;  and  (b)  between  points 
in  Washington  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  97,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Washington  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  97.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Idaho, 
Montana.  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Note:  Applicant  presently  has  authority 
under  Docket  No.  MC  110252  (Sub  No.  37)  to 
transport  dry  fertilizers  (among  other  com¬ 
modities)  between  points  in  Washington  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  97,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oregon  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  97  and  points  in  Idaho 
on  and  north  of  the  southern  boundary  of 
Idaho  County,  Idaho.  Applicant  states  it 
does  not  seek  duplicating  authority. 

HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  at  the 
Davenport  Hotel,  Sp>okane,  Wash.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  110451  (Sub  No.  5),  filed 
November  2,  1959.  Applicant;  MID¬ 
LAND  'TRANSFER,  INC.,  Box  625,  Gil¬ 
bert,  Minn.  Applicant’s  representative; 
A.  R.  Fowler,  2288  University  Avenue, 
St.  Paul  14,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Explosives  and  blasting  agents, 
between  Barksdale,  Wis.,  and  points  in 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Michigan,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1960,  in  Room 
926,  Metropolitan  Building.  Second  Ave¬ 
nue,  South  and  Third,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub  No.  128),  filed 
September  24,  1959.  Applicant;  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457,  Wins¬ 
ton  Road,  Greensboro,  N.C.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Prank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  522  Trans¬ 
portation  Building,  Washington  6,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  wax,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Paulsboro, 
N.J.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Virginia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Maryland.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri.  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia.  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Colum|}ia. 

HEARING:  January  13,  1960,  at  the 
C^harlotte  Hotel,  Charlotte,  N.C„  before 
Examiner  Robert  A.  Jojmer. 

No.  MC  110878  (Sub  No.  10),  filed 
October  6,  1959.  Applicant:  GRADY 


ALBER'TSON,  doing  business  is  1 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.^;  ^  T 
Street,  Elberton.  Ga.  AppiSmt'tS^  ■ 
neys:  Reuben  G.  Crimm  Sd 
Postell,  Eight-O-Pive  Peachtree^2,i 
Building.  Atlanta  8.  Oa 
^ught  to  oi^rate  as  a  comnum  ^ 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  mZ’ 
transporting:  (l)  Granite  and  mSS* 
from  Elberton,  Ga..  and  points  wSS: 
fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof .  and  Tate  <5? 
and  points  within  twenty  (20) 
thereof,  to  points  in  Arizona  CallfZ!!* 
Colorado.  Nevada,  New  Mexico^ 
Utah;  (2)  Prefabricated 
closet  stall  partitions,  complete  iSS 
Nelson  and  Tate.  Ga..  to  points  in  ^ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Nevada.  ^ 
Mexico,  and  Utah;  and  (3) 
defective  shipments  of  the  above-sneek 
fied  commodities,  from  the  abo^S 
scribed  destination  points  to  the  resDee 
tive  origin  points.  AppUcant  is 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Alabann. 
Arkansas.  Florida,  Georgia,  LouWaS 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  North  CwS 
South  Carolina,  and  Texas.  ^ 


HEARING:  January  22.  I960,  at  ett 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW..  Atlanta  Qa 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner.  ' 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  63)  flieH 
September  21,  1959.  AppUcant*  DU- 
MOND  TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM 
INC.,  1919  Hamilton  Avenue,  Ra^’ 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Glenn  w! 
Stephens,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madism 
3,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  OTet 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  parts  thereof  and 
tractor  attachments,  for  earth  movtiif, 

(a)  from  Anchor  and  Bloomington,  H, 
Fort  Dodge  and  Maquoketa,  Iowa.  Man¬ 
hattan,  Kans.,  Glencoe,  and  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.,  Columbus,  Nebr.,  Cleveland, 
Newberry,  and  Coldwater,  Ohio,  and 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  the  Port  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-C?anada  boundary 
line  at  Noyes,  Minn.,  (b)  from  Anchor, 
Ill.,  Newberry,  Ohio,  and  Brodhead,  Wh, 
to  the  Port  of  Entry  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  boundary  line  at  Detroit,  Mkh., 
and  (c)  from  the  Port  (ff  Entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  boundary  line  at 
Noyes,  Minn.,  to  Belvidere  and  Spring- 
field,  Ill.,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Coldwater, 
Ohio,  and  Menomonie,  Wis.,  and  re-  j 
jected  shipments  of  the  above-described 
commodities  on  return.  Apidicant  Is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 


Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  InsUtatMl 
under  section  212(c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  appUcanfi 
status  Is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  car¬ 
rier,  in  No.  MC  111472  Sub  No.  68. 


HEARING:  January  15, 1960,  In  Room 
852,  U.S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  112196  (Sub  No.  15),  filed 
October  14,  1959.  AppUcant:  GEORGE 
R.  MALLORY,  doing  business  as  MAL¬ 
LORY  TRUCKING  CO.,  U.S.  Highway 
99  and  Hunt’s  Lane,  P.O.  Box  412,  Colton, 
Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cemest, 
in  bulk,  in  hopper  type  vehicles,  irom 
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nessee  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  and 
returned  or  rejected  shipments  of  rub¬ 
ber  products,  but  not^  including  any 
commodity  requiring  special  equipment, 
from  points  in -Alabama,  Georgia,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  Tennessee,  to  West  Helena. 
Ark.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Alabama,  Georgii, 
Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Ohio,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

Note;  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212(c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  car¬ 
rier  assigned  Docket  Number  MC  114614  (Sub 
No.  6). 

HEARING:  February  1,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Josmer. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub  No.  50) ,  filed  No- 
vember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  WALTER 
POOLE,  doing  business  as,  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Evergreen,  Ala.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Hugh  R.  Williams,  2284 
West  Pairview  Avenue,  Montgomery, 
Ala.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furni¬ 
ture  finishing  paint  materials,  consist¬ 
ing  of  varnish,  base  coat,  sealers,  thin- 
ners  and  finishing  inks,  from  Louisville, 
Ky.,  to  Frisco  City,  Ala.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  3,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub  No.  52).  filed  No¬ 
vember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  WALTER 
PCXDLE,  doing  business  as  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Evergreen,  Ala.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Hugh  R.  Williams.  2284 
West  Fairview  Avenue,  Montgomery,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  drawer 
pulls  and  metal  screws,  from  Evansville, 
Ind.,  to  Frisco  City,  Ala.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  3,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub  No.  53),  filed  No- 
vember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  WALTER 
POOLE,  doing  business  as  P<X)LE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Evergreen,  Ala.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Hugh  R.  Williams,  2284 
West  Fairview  Avenue,  Montgomery,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bedrails,  from 
Hickory,  N.C.,  to  Frisco  City,  Ala.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized^  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  3,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub  No.  54),  filed  No¬ 
vember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  WAL'TER 
POOLE,  doing  business  as  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Evergreen,  Ala.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Hugh  R.  Williams,  2284 
West  Pairview  Avenue,  Montgomery,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Mirrors, 
from  Mount  Airy  and  North  Wilkesboro, 
N.C..  to  Frisco  City,  Ala.  Applicant  is 
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authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  3,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Booms,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Josmer. 

No.  MC  115523  (Sub  No.  52),  filed 
October  7,  1959.  Applicant:  CLARK 
TANK  LINES  COMPANY,  a  Utah  cor¬ 
poration,  1450  Beck  Street,  Salt  Lake 
City  10,  Utah.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Bertram  S.  Silver,  100  Bush  Street,  San 
Francisco  4,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  Potato  Hour,  in  bulk,  from 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  and  points  within 
10  miles  thereof  to  points  in  Utah,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Arizona,  Colorado,  and  California, 
and  contaminated  or  rejected  shipments 
of  dry  potato  flour  on  return.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Utah,  1/yoming,  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  and 
New  Mexico. 

HEARING:  January  13,  1960,  at  the 
Utah  Public  Service  Commission,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  before  Examiner  James 
H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  115523  (Sub  No.  53),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1959.  Applicant:  CLARK  TANK 
LINES  COMPANY,  a  Utah  corporation, 
1450  Beck  Street,  Salt  Lake  City  10,  Utah. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Bertram  S.  Silver, 
100  Bush  Street,  San  Francisco  4,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fer¬ 
tilizers,  dry  fertilizer  ingredients,  and 
dry  fertilizer  compounds  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  commercial  fertilizers, 
in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from  points  in  Idaho 
to  points  in  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Arizona,  and  California,  and  con¬ 
taminated  and  rejected  shipments  of  the 
above-specified  commodities  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Utah,  Wyoming,  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho.  Montana, 
Nevada,  and  New  Mexico. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above 
transportation  will  be  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  of  said  products  in  bags,  being  made 
only  to  farms  and  ranches. 

HEARING:  January  11,  1960,  at  the 
Utah  Public  Service  Commission,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  before  Examiner  James 
H.  Gaffney. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub  No.  2).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
FAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1215 
Bankhead  Highway  West,  P.O.  Box  2169, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  metals,  from  points  in'Plorida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points 
within  65  miles  of  Birmingham.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Tennessee, 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana. 

HEARING:  January  26,  1960,  at  the 
Hotel  Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub  No.  61),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1959.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA’TION, 
INC.,  1215  Bankhead  Highway  West,  P.O. 
Box  2169,  Birmingham.  Ala.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  articles  distributed  by 
meatpacking  houses,  and  frozen  foods, 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota.  Missouri,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee, 
and  damaged,  rejected,  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above  commodities,  and  re¬ 
turned  shipping  containers,  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  to  all  points  in  the  United  States 
except  to  points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  January  11, 1960,  in  Room 
852,  U.S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  116073  (Sub  No.  8),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1959.  Applicant:  JOHN  C. 
BARRETT,  doing  business  as  MOOR¬ 
HEAD  PHILLIPS  SERVICE,  1335  Center 
Avenue,  Moorhead,  Minn.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Lee  P.  Brooks,  405  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Mobile 
trailer  homes,  in  initial  movements,  by 
the  truckaway  method,  from  Red  Lake 
Falls,  Minn.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota, 
Montana,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Wisconsin,  Oklahoma.  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Utah,  Iowa,  Idaho,  California,  and 
Alaska,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  mobile  trailer 
homes,  on  return  movements. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  116410  (Sub  No.  5).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1959.  Applicant:  R.  W.  BRAD¬ 
SHAW,  doing  business  as  R.W.  BRAD¬ 
SHAW  'TRANSFER,  Hudson,  N.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  General 
commodities,  except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  Caldwell,  Wilkes, 
Catawaba,  Burke,  Forsythe,  and  Meck- 
linburg  Counties,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Arizona, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Utah,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oregon,  California,  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
and  Minnesota.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Ohio,  North 
Carolina,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  (California,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  January  14,  1960,  at  the 
Charlotte  Hotel,  Charlotte,  N.C.  before 
Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  116806  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1959.  Applicant:  HUTTON 

TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  a  Corporation, 
R.R.  No.  1,  Lakeside,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn, 
1110  Investment  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lime,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  the  Commercial  Zone 


of  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.,  as  defta«li,ft. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commis*ifti;  . 
Ports  of  Entry  on  the  lnteSJ!l 
boundary  between  the  United  StatoTIS 
Canada  at  or  near  Buffalo  and 
Falls.  N.Y.  Applicant  is  authorffi 
transport  meat,  meat  products  and^ 
byproducts  from  the  Port  of  Entrvrf 
Detroit.  Mich.,  to  Detroit,  restricted  Z 
traffic  originating  at  Stratford 
Canada.  ’ 


Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  arm  ' 
ations  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  destined^ 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  Canada.  ™  * 


HEARING:  January  14,  I960,  at  tte 
Hotel  Buffalo,  Washingtcm  and 
Streets.  Buffalo.  N.Y.,  before  ExamLet 
Abraham  J,  Essrick. 

No.  MC  117427  (Sub  No.  9),^ filed  Octo. 
ber  27,  1959.  Applicant:  G.  G„ 
SONS,  doing  business  as  G.  G. 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  7« 
North  Wilkesboro,  N.C.  Applicant’s 
torney :  Francis  J.  Ortman,  1366  National 
Press  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Aa- 
thoiity  sought  to  operate  as  a  commas 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  except 
plywood  and  veneer,  (1)  from  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High- 
way  29  to  points  in  Ohio,  Michigan,  In¬ 
diana,  Illinois,  and  those  in  Peansyl- 
vania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220; 
(2)  from  points  in  South  Carolina  to 
points  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  points  in  Pennsylvania  aa  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  220  and  those  in 
New  York  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
15;  (3)  from  points  in  Halifax,  Henry, 
Charlotte,  Campbell,  Pittsylvania,  and 
Dinwiddie  Counties,  Va.  to  points  in  West 
Virginia,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  and 
Ohio,  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  220,  and  those  in  New 
York  on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway  15. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  com¬ 
mon  carrier  operations  in  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Michigan,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and- 
Virginia. 


Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  canier  lu- 
thority  in  Permit  No.  MC  116145.  Section 
210,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 


HEARING:  January  12.  1960,  in  the 
U.S,  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  Post  .Office 
Building,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Examiner 
Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  117898  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  1C,  1959.  Applicant:  WILUAM 
EARNHARDT,  doing  business  as  EARN¬ 
HARDT  TRANSPORT,  Gold  HiU,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Nelson  Woodson, 
Salisbury,  N.C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Rough  and  dressed  lumber,  (1)  from 
Gold  Hill,  N.C.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof  to  points  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York;  (2)  from  Willington  (New¬ 
berry  County),  S.C.,  and  points  witto 
20  miles  thereof,  to  i>oints  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  Jer¬ 
sey;  (3)  from  Spartanburg  (Spartan¬ 
burg  County),  S.C.,  and  points  within 
10  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  West  Vi> 
ginia  and  Ohio;  (4)  from  points  in  Yort 
County,  S.C.,  t^  points  in  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York.  New  Jereey, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio;  and  (5)  from 
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o»«nhens  (Berkeley  County),  S.C.. 
^  within  10  miles  thereof,  to 

•irt^^nnecticut.  Rhode  Island, 
P«®*Vork  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania. 
^  virdnia.  and  Ohio.  Applicant  is 
to  transport  rough  or  dressed 
•“‘^S^ceot  plywood  and  veneer,  from 
JS^N-C.,  and  points  within  10 
^?^rwf.  to  Pikesville  and  Ashland. 
Jportsmouth,  Ironton.  and  Columbus. 

and  Huntington.  Parkersburg, 
y;.,..  .nd  Beckley,  W.  Va. 

Faring:  January  12,  1960,  at  the 
®Hotte  Hotel,  Charlotte.  N.C.,  before 
SmSer  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

118078  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  Sep- 
JUer  14  1959.  Applicant:  WILMONT 
SctrTTS  723  Ellwood  Street,  Or- 
Lo  Pla.  ’Authority  sought  to  oper- 
ITag  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
Side  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
^Fresh  citrus  juices,  concentrate  cit- 
m  juices,  citrus  fruit  salad,  and  citrus 
Sm  from  points  in  Florida  to  ports  of 
^’in  Maine  on  the  International 
Sandary  line  between  the  United  States 
yd  the  Maritime  Provinces  of  New 
gjgwswtck  and  Nova  Scotia,  Canada. 


Kor*:  Applicant  has  a  BOR  1  In  Docket 
*v  no  118078  to  transport  specified  com- 
Suties  from  and  to  points  in  the  United 
including  the  District  of  Columbia. 
ADoUcant  states  If  the  proposed  service  Is 
he  will  tack  same  to  MC  118078. 


HEARING:  January  28,  1960,  at  the 
lliyflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  118507  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  19, 1959.  Applicant:  L.  M.  ROSEN 
AND  ELMER  ROSEN,  doing  business  as 
BOSEN  livestock,  P.O.  Box  269,  Fair¬ 
mont,  Minn.  Applicant’s  representa- 
tiw:  A.  R.  POwler,  2288  University  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul  14,  Minn.  Authority 
nogfat  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
trinsporting:  Iron  and  steel  articles. 
inffl  Duluth,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 

BEARING:  January  22,  1960,  in  Room 
m,  Metropolitan  Building,  Second  Ave- 
nae.  South  and  Third.  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  118616  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1959.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
E.LASATER,  doing  business  as  LASA- 
lER  MOTOR  LINES,  Route  No.  1,  Bunn- 
lerel,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John 
B.  Jordan,  Jr.  and  William  L.  Dawkins, 
Suite  400  First  Citizens  Bank  Building, 
Weigh,  N.C.  Authority  sought  to  oper- 
ite  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
bide,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Dressed  lumber,  and  rough  lumTyer. 
tnan  points  in  Wake,  Moore,  Lee,  and 
Harnett  Counties  and  Chatham  County 
wth  of  U.S.  Highway  64,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Mawwe,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  and  West 
Virginia,  and  (2)  rough  lumber,  from 
pdnts  in  Hamilton,  Fulton,  Montgomery, 
“ridmer,  Otsego,  Oneida,  Madison, 
Whago.  and  Onondaga  Counties.  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Virginia  and  North  Caro- 
toto,  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  11.  1960,  in  the 
uS.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  Post  Office 
^ding,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Examiner 
A,  Welch. 


No.  MC  118691  (Sub  No.  1) .  filed  April 
16,  1959.  Applicant:  BICE  BROTHERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1784,  Billings,  Mont.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorneys:  Jerome  Anderson 
and  Raymond  K.  Peete,  204  Electric 
Building,  P.O.  Box  1472,  Billings,  Mont. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Mixed  live~ 
stock  feed,  in  bulk,  and  in  bags,  from 
Portland  and  North  Portland,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Montana  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  January  13,  1960,  at  the 
Commercial  Club,  Billings.  Mont.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke, 

No.  MC  118859  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  10,  1959.  Applicant:  N.  H. 
THOMPSON,  doing  business  as  THOMP¬ 
SON  TRUCKING  CO.,  RD  2  Box  565, 
Old  Statenville  Road,  Valdosta,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
treated  and  untreated,  poles  and  posts, 
between  Valdosta,  Ga.,  and  points  within 
75  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Florida. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  at  the 
Mayflower  Hotel,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  64,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  118966,  filed  June  1,  1959 
(REPUBLICATION) ,  published  issue 
Federal  Register  August  5,  1959,  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PARKINSON  'TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  a  Minnesota  corporation. 
East  1006  Krst  National  Bank  Building, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  W  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  application,  between  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  and  points  in  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana. 
Wyoming,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Nebraska,  and  Michigan. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication. 
Is  to  advise  that  the  authority  actually 
sought  by  applicant  is  that  of  a  contract 
carrier.  The  previous  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  indicating  common  carrier  author¬ 
ity  is  sought  was  in  error.  Applicant  also 
advises  that  the  proposed  transportation  will 
be  restricted  as  follows:  (1)  For  delivery 
from  Paper,  Calmenson  and  Company  of  St. 
Paul.  Minn.,  to  customers  of  Paper,  Calmen¬ 
son  and  Company  in  the  States  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana, 
Wyoming,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska;  or  (2)  For  de¬ 
livery  to  Paper,  Calmenson  and  Company 
from  said  States  where  Paper,  Calmenson 
and  Company  has  purchased  such  commodi¬ 
ties  from  sellers  in  said  States. 

CONTINUED  HEARING:  January  25, 
1960,  in  Room  926,  Metropolitan  Build¬ 
ing,  Second  Avenue,  South  and  Third, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  1 18970,  filed  June  4, 1959.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GEORGE  VITKO,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  MINOT  DIS'TRIBUTING  COM¬ 
PANY,  225  14th  Avenue  SE.,  Minot, 
N.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  W. 
Wheeler,  33  Woolworth  Building,  Bis¬ 
marck,  N.  Dak.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Beer  from  points  in  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  and  Minnesota,  to  points  in 


North  Dakota,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  beer  on 
return. 

HEARING:  February  4,  1960,  in  the 
North  Dakota  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  119003,  filled  June  15.  1959. 
Applicant;  LYVOID  LARSON,  doing 
business  as  WILLISTON  TRAILER 
SALES,  Highway  2  and  85  North.  Willis- 
ton,  N.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Her¬ 
man  E.  Halland,  Suite  No.  1.  Marshall- 
Wells  Building,  P.O.  Box  1215,  Williston, 
N.  Dak.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpmi^ing :  Mobile 
homes,  by  the  towaway  method.  (1)  from 
points  in  North  Dakota  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  and 
Montana;  (2)  between  points  in  North 
Dakota;  and  (3)  between  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  February  4,  1960,  in  the 
North  Dakota  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  119038,  filed  June  30,  1959. 
Applicant;  EAGLE  TRANSFER  CO.,  a 
corporation,  510  South  Columbia.  Wen¬ 
atchee,  Wash.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  (1)  between  Wen¬ 
atchee,  Wash.,  and  Oroville,  Wash.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  97,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Welch,  Tena,  Wagnersburg, 
Entiat,  Chelan,  Chelan  Palls,  Azwell, 
Starr,  Pateros,  Brewster,  Malott,  Okano¬ 
gan,  Omak,  Barker,  Tonasket,  Thornton, 
Ellisford,  Larabbie  Siding,  and  Driimel 
Siding,  Wash.  (2)  Between  Wenatchee 
and  Leavenworth,  Wash.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Olds  Station,  Monitor,  Cashmere,  Dry- 
den,  and  Peshastin,  Wash.  (3)  Between 
Wenatchee,  Wash.,  and  Mansfield, 
Wash.,  from  Wenatchee  over  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  Parmer,  Wash.,  thence  over 
Washington  Highway  lOB  to  Mansfield, 
Wash.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Doug¬ 
lass  and  Withrow,  Wash.,  and  off-route 
points  of  Alstown  and  Supplee,  Wash. 
(4)  Between  Wenatchee,  Wash.,  and 
Ephrata,  Wash.,  from  Wenatchee  over 
Washington  Highway  10  to  junction 
Washington  Highway  7,  thence  over 
Washington  Highway  7  to  Ephrata.  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
intermediate  or,off-route  point  of  Mal¬ 
aga,  and  the  intermediate  points  of 
Rock  Island,  Trinidad,  Quincy,  and  Win¬ 
chester,  Wash.  Applicant  states  the 
proposed  service  is  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions:  'The  service  per¬ 
formed  by  carrier  shall  be  limited  to 
service  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supple¬ 
mental  of,  rail  service  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railroad  Company,  hereinafter 
called  the  railroad;  no  sendee  shall  be 
rendered  to.  or  from,  any  point  not  a 
station  on  the  rail  lines  of  the  rail¬ 
road;  Shipments  transported  shall  be 
limited  to  those  which  are  received  from. 
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or  delivered  to,  the  railroad  under  a 
through  bill  of  lading  covering,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  a  motor  carrier  movement  by 
carrier,  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1960,  at  the 
Davenport  Hotel,  Spokane,  Wash.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  80,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  119158  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1959.  Applicant:  WALTER 
GARRETT,  2316  Main  Street,  Miles  City, 
Mont.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Alan  Foss, 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  *  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt  and 
salt  products,  from  points  in  Utah  to 
points  in  Montana. 

HEARING:  January  14,  1960,  at  the 
Commercial  Club,  Billings,  Mont.,  before 
Examiner  Lawrence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  119190  filed  September  1,  1959. 
Applicant:  NORMAN  RALPH  WHIT¬ 
TAKER,  180  Hammersmith  Court,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Ontario,  Canada.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Building  brick,  from 
Darling,  Pa.,  to  Port  of  Entry  on  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Buffalo 
and  Niagara  Palls,  N.Y.,  (2)  Building 
brick  and  fire  brick,  from  Oak  Hill,  Ohio 
to  Ports  of  Entry  on  the  boundary  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Buffalo  and  Niagara 
Palls,  N.Y.,  and  (3)  fire  brick  tile,  ex¬ 
terior  interior,  and  structural,  pottery, 
sewer  pipe,  flue  lining,  and  bagged  fire 
clay,  from  Parrell,  Strasburg,  Mogadore, 
Zoar,  Roseville,  and  Massillon,  Ohio,  to 
Ports  of  Entry  on  the  boundary  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  af  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  Buffalo  and  Niagara  Falls, 
N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  shall  be  restricted  to  property  mov¬ 
ing  in  foreign  commerce  from  points  in  the 
United  States  to  points  in  Canada. 

1  HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  at  the 
Hotel  Buffalo,  Washington  and  Swan 
Streets,  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

'  No.  MC  119215,  filed  September  16, 
1959.  Apphcant:  CECIL  W.  DOWLING 
AND  P.  P.  SYKES,  doing  business  as 
HOUSE  TRAILER  AND  MOBILE  HOME 
MOVERS,  1215  Remount  Road,  North 
Charleston,  S.C.  Authority  ik)ught  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  House  trailers  and  mobile  homes, 
including  furnishings  thereof,  in  initial 
and  secondary  movements,  in  truckaway 
(towaway)  service,  between  points  in 
Charleston  and  Beaufort  Counties,  S.C., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska. 

HEARING:  January  18,  1960,  in  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Columbia,  S.C.,  before 
Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  119223,  filed  November  2,  1959. 
Apphcant:  BULK  TRANSPORT,  INC., 

2  South  32d  Street,  Birmingham  5,  Ala. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  G.  Hemly, 
1624  Ej'e  Street.  NW..  Washington  6.  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk 
and  in  packages,  palletized  and  unpal¬ 
letized,  from  the  plant  site  of  Universal 
Atlas  Cement  Division  of  United  States 
Steel  Corporation,  located  at  Leeds,  Jef¬ 
ferson  Coimty,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia.  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Florida,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
and  Tennessee,  and  empty  pallets  and 
rejected  or  returned  shipments  of  the 
above-specified  commodity,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  Is  a  new  corporation  and 
is  a  wholly  controlled  affiliate  of  Baggett 
Transportation  company,  which  also  con¬ 
trols  Alabama  Highway  Express  and  which 
has  a  pending  application  to  control  Hucka- 
bee  Transport  CJorp.  under  docket  No.  MC- 
P-6661. 

'HEARING:  January  28,  1960.  at  the 
Hotel  ’Thomas  Jefferson.  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  before  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joyner. 

No.  MC  119241,  filed  October  2,  1959. 
Applicant:  PCP  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  9500  South  Norwalk  Boule¬ 
vard,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Calif.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Warren  N.  Grossman, 
740  Roosevelt  Building,  727  West  Seventh 
Street,  Los  Angeles  17,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Clay  pipe,  having  a  maxi¬ 
mum  length  of  five  feet,  and  clay  pipe 
fittings,  from  points  in  Los  Nietos, 
Corona,  and  Stockton,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Nevada,  Arizona,  and  the  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1960,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Los  Angeles;  Calif., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  166,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  119261,  filed  October  16,  1959. 
Applicant:  ROY  LEWIS,  doing  business 
as  LEWIS  TRUCK  LINES,  807  Beach 
Street,  Ashland,  Oreg.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Lumber,  plywood,  plywood  glue, 
cottonseed  meal,  alfalfa  meal,  linseed 
meal,  dairy  stock  salt  and  government 
war  surplus  parts,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  above 
commodities,  between  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  Oregon,  Arizona,  Nevada.  Utah, 
Montana.  Idaho,  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1960,  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Hear¬ 
ing  Room.  410  Southwest  10th  Avenue, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  before  Examiner  Law¬ 
rence  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  119302,  filed  November  13, 
1959.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  H.  SHAW, 
doing  business  as  MILLER  'TRANSFER 
&  STORAGE,  137  Sixth  Street,  Clarion, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frederick  L. 
Kiger,  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Machinery 
and  machinery  parts,  between  the  plant 
site  of  Elliott  Company  Division  of  Car¬ 
rier  Corporation,  at  Ridgway,  Elk  Coun¬ 
ty,  Pa.,  and  points  in,  the  United  States, 
except  points  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note:  Applicant  Is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  as  a  common  carrier  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  MC  87103,  therefore,  duai  operations 


may  be  involved.  Applicant  state.  .v 
machinery  parts  will  be  transported^'^ 
same  time  in  the  same  vehicle 
machinery  of  which  they  are  a  ^ 
which  they  are  to  be  attached  sLi*  ? 
will  transport  machinery  parts  as*  a^*^ 
and  separate  service.  «««»« 

HEARING:  January  15,  i960  at 
Hotel  Buffalo,  Washington  and  r*?  I 
Streets.  Buffalo.  N.Y.,  before  ExamS 
Abraham  J.  Essrick.  **^«unmer 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OP  PASSERCOtt 

No.  MC  2908  (Sub  No.  15)  filed 

ber  12,  1969.  Applicant: 

MOTOR  LINES,  a  corporaUon.5wrNM:  1 
Court  Street,  Montgomery,  Ala  Auttir^  I 

ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common^’-  I 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regularrovte  f 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their^ 

gage,  and  express,  mail  and  nempa^  I 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers^  I 
tween  Florala,  Ala,,  and  Fort  Waiton.  F 
Fla.;  from  Florala  over  U.S.  HighJS  I 
331  to  junction  Florida  Highway  S  1 
thence  over  Florida  Highway  285  to  jmc-  t 
tion  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  west  ov»  i 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  Plwid, 
Highway  285,  thence  south  over 
Highway  285  to  junction  Florida  Hi^ 
way  85,  and  thence  south  over  Plorids 
Highway  85,  via  Valparaiso  and  ShtB- 
mar,  Fla.,  to  Fort  Walton,  and  lettm 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  iiier- 
mediate  points,  except  that  no  local  traf¬ 
fic  shall  be  handled  between  any  points 
on  Florida  Highway  85.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Plor. 
ida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Georgia, 

HEARING:  February  2,  1960,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Montgomery,  Ala, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  98,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  b^ 
fore  Examiner  Robert  A.  Joimer. 

No.  MC  115812  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  16,  1959.  Applicant:  THEO¬ 
DORE  R.  WIRTH,  North  Creek  Road, 
Palmyra,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Raymond  A.  Richards,  35  Curtke 
Park,  P.O.  Box  25,  Webster,  N.Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  commoa 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  operations,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Monroe 
County,  N.Y.,  and  extending  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  in  New  York, 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana.  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Mississippi.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1960,  at  the 
Hotel  Buffalo.  Washington  and  Swan 
Streets,  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Abraham  J.  Essrick. 

No.  MC  119228  filed  September  22, 
1959.  Applicant:  MASON  MOTOR 
COACHES  LTD.,  21  Wellington  Street 
East,  Guelph,  Ontario,  Canada.  AppU* 
cant’s  attorney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn, 
1110-14  Investment  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operw 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes  transi^rting: 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round  tiW 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  end- 
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t  Ports  of  Entry  on  that  part  of  the 
Boundary  Line  between 
States  and  Canada  between 
oSvince  of  Ontario  and  Michigan 
2;-  York,  and  extending  to  points 
York  Illinois.  Indiana,  Michigan, 
fflew,  jersey,  and  Pennsylvania. 

’  .  AppUcant  states  the  transportation 

*  rtrfwmed  under  the  authority  herein 
» *’*P? gtiaii  be  restricted  to  the  move- 
oersons  and  their  baggage  from 
^Jj^^ada  to  points  in  the  United 
And  return. 

jfSARiNG:  January  13,  1960,  at  the 
nJri  Buffalo,  Washington  and  Swan 
^ts,  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
j.  Essrick. 

A-IcinONS  IN  WHICH  HANDLING  WlTH- 
ORAL  Hearing  Is  Requested 

motor  carriers  of  property 

Ko  MC  55311  (Sub  No.  56),  filed  No- 
-alMr  23,  1959.  Applicant:  CRAIG 
thOCKING,  INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  Appli- 
Snt’s  attorney:  Howell  Ellis,  1210-12 
PIdeUty  Building,  111  Monument  Circle, 
wBanapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought  tq 
gnerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
^le,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Barrels,  sheet  iron  or  steel,  shipping, 
old  (used),  from  Chillicothe,  Ohio,  to 
jilunazoo,  Mich.,  and  used  shipper  bar- 
ris,  manufactured  of  iron  or  steel,  on 
nturn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con- 
doet  aerations  in  Indiana,  Michigan, 
fttiucky,  Missouri,  Pennsylvania,  Illi- 
Dois,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Wisconsin,  and  West 
Virginia. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1577) , 
(AMENDMENT) ,  filed  October  15,  1959, 
published  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Oc¬ 
tober  28,  1959.  Applicant:  RAILWAY 

express  agency,  incorporated, 

119  East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.Y. 
Ai^cant’s  attori^ey:  William  H.  Marx, 
liw  Department,  Railway  Express 
Mency,  Inc.  (same  address  as  appli- 
ant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
I  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over, 
tegular  routes,  transporting:  General 
mnodities,  including  Classes  A  and  B 
aplotives,  moving  in  express  service, 
'(1)  between  White  River  Junction,  Vt., 
iDd  Whitefleld,  N.H.:  from  White  River 
Unction  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to  Wells 
Kier,  Vt.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  302 
toUttleton,  N.H„  and  thence  over  New 
Iiinpshire  Highway  116  to  Whitefield, 
ud  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Fairlee  and 
Bndford,  Vt.,  and  Woodsville  and  Little¬ 
ton,  N.H.;  and  (2)  between  Wells  River 
od  Newport,  Vt.,  from  Wells  River  over 
W.  Highway  5  to  Newport,  and  return 
TO  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter- 
■edlate  points  of  St.  Johnsbury,  Barton, 
ttd  Orleans,  Vt.  RESTRICTION:  The 
TOice  to  be  performed  by  applicant 
till  be  limited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary 
to  or  supplemental  of  express  service, 
•odthe  shipments  transported  by  appli- 
**nt  win  be  limited  to  those  moving  on 
I  through  bill  of  lading  or  express  re- 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  con- 
«ct  operations  throughout  the  United 
SUtes. 

MC  109451  (Sub  No.  107),  filed 
jjonber  27,  1959.  Applicant:  ECOFF 
LOCKING,  INC.,  112  Merrill  Street, 
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Fortville,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Illinois  Building, 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Ethylene  gas,  in  bulk,  in 
shipper-owned  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
site  of  the  plant  of  National  Distillers 
and  Chemical  Corporation,  near  Ficklin, 
Ill.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  empty 
shipper-owned  tank,  vehicles  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op- 
•erations  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
niinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Tennessee,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  presently  holds 
authority  under  Permit  No.  MC  109461  Sub 
37,  to  transport  acids  and  chemicals  and 
nitrogen  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  site  of  the  plant  of  National  Dis¬ 
tillers  and  Chemical  Corporation  near  Fick¬ 
lin,  Ill.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  among  other 
points,  and  that  the  proposed  operation  will 
be  the  same  except  that  applicant  will  trans¬ 
port  the  commodities  sought  in  tank  vehicles 
owned  by  the  shipper.  A  proceeding  has 
been  instituted  in  Docket  No.  MC  109451 
(Sub  No.  82)  to  determine  whether  appli¬ 
cant’s  status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common 
carrier. 

No.  MC  111159  (Sub  No.  101),  filed 
November  23,  1959.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Phineas  Stevens,  Suite  700  Petroleum 
Building,  P.O.  Box  141,  Jackson,  Miss. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Liquid 
fertilizer  solutions  (except  anhydrous 
ammonia),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  Memphis,  Term.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  and 
Missouri;  and  (2)  from  Greenville,  Miss., 
to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  and  Tennessee. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub  No.  173),  filed  No¬ 
vember  23,  1959.  Applicant:  THE 

GREYHOUND  CORPORATION,  140 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Earl  A.  Bagby, 
Western  Greyhound  Lines,  (Division  of 
The  Greyhound  Corporation),  Market 
and  Fremont  Streets,  San  Francisco  5, 
Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Meacham  Junction, 
Oreg.,  and  Perry  Junction,  Oreg.,  over 
relocated  U.S.  Highway  30,  b3T>assing 
Kamela,  Oreg.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
States. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the- proposed 
route  is  a  partial  rerouting  of  the  presently 
authorized  route  over  the  relocated  portion 
of  U.S.  Highway  30  in  lieu  of  the  presently 
authorized  route  over  former  U.S.  Highway 
30  which  is  now  an  unnumbered  highway; 
that  U.S.  Highway  30  has  been  relocated 


between  Meacham  Junction  and  Perry  Junc¬ 
tion,  bypassing  Kamela. 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub  No.  174) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  23,  1959.  Applicant:  THE 

GREYHOUND  CORPORATION,  140 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Earl  A.  Bagby. 
Western  Greyhound  Lines  (Division  of 
The  Greyhound  Corporation),  Market 
and  Fremont  Streets.  San  Francisco  5, 
Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  theit  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers.  between  Valley  Junction,  Wash., 
and  East  Loon  Lake,  Wash.,  over  re¬ 
located  U.S.  Highway  395:  from  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  395  and  unnumbered 
highway  (Valley  Jvmction),  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  via  Springdale,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  395  (East  Ix)on 
Lake) ,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Note:  Applicant  stktes  the  proposal  herein 
relates  to  a  route  wholly  within  the  State 
of  Washington;  that  the  proposed  route  is 
a  partial  rerouting  of  the  present  route  over 
the  relocated  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  395; 
that  U.S.  Highway  395  htis  been  relocated 
between  the  points  herein  designated;  that 
the  proposed  route  is  a  presently  authorized 
segment  of  applicant’s  regular  route  between 
Spokane  and  the  International  boundary  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada;  and 
that  applicant  desires  to  continue  to  serve 
the  points  on  the  route  of  former  U.S.  High¬ 
way  395  between  Valley  Junction  and  East 
Loon  Lake  while  maintaining  its  main-line 
Interstate  route  between  these  jjolnts  over 
relocated  U.S.  Highway  395,  as  hereinabove 
proposed. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub  No..  273),  filed  No¬ 
vember  23,  1959.  Applicant:  PUBLIC 
SERVICE  COORDINATED  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  a  corporation,  180  Boyden  Ave¬ 
nue,  Maplewood,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Richard  Fryling  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
the  same  -vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
round-trip  special  operations,  seasonal 
during  racing  seasons,  beginning  and 
ending  at  69th  Street  Terminal,  West 
Chester-Turnpike,  Upper  Darby,  Pa., 
and  extending  to  Garden  State  Race> 
Track,  Delaware  Township,  N.J.,  Mon¬ 
mouth  Park  Race  Track,  Oceanport, 
N.J.,  and  Atlantic  City  Race  Track,  Ham¬ 
ilton  Township,  N.J.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Petition 

No.  MC  109611,  assigned  in  lieu  of  No. 
MC  387,  pursuant  to  transfer  proceed¬ 
ing  No.  MC-FC  27345  (PETITION  TO 
REOPEN  MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICA¬ 
TION),  dated  November  20,  1959.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  OVER-NITE  MOTOR  SERVICE. 
INC.,  3600  West  State  Street,  Rockford, 
Ill.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Thomas 
P.  Scanlan,  111  West  Washington  Street, 
Chicago  2,  Illinois.  Certificate  No.  MC 
387,  dated  May  13,  1941,  transferred  to 
the  above-named  corporation,  and  re¬ 
assigned  No.  MC  109611,  authorizes  the 


NOTICES 


rovidence,  R.I.,  and  R.D.  No.  5,  Route  No.  30,  Irwin,  P»  (m*n 
ing  certain  interme-  address  P.O.  Box  268i  Pittsburrii  « 
points;  general  com-  Pa.),  of  the  operating  rights  a^on!!! 
ose  of  unusual  value,  erty  of  ZENO  FREIGHTWAYS 
iles,  commodities  in  R.D.  No.  5,  Irwin,  Pa.  (mail  addr^^' 
^es,  commodities  re-  Box  268,  Pittsburgh  30,  Pa.),  and  f 
ipment  or  refrigera-  acquisition  by  HARRY  M.  WERKsiLw 
irious  or  contaminat-  P.O.  Box  268,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  of  conto 
over  irregular  routes,  of  such  rights  and  property  through^ 
e,  R.I.,  on  the  one  transaction.  Applicant’s  att(xn^ 
ther,  points  in  Rhode  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  1211  Berger 
tts,  and  Connecticut,  ing,  Pittsburgh  19,  Pa.  Operating 

sed  to  operate  as  a  sought  to  be  merged:  General  comwoS 

Rhode  Island,  Massa-  ties,  excepting,  among  others,  houstiioM 
:ut.  New  Hampshire,  goods  and  commodities  in  buuTasi 
3rk,  and  Maine.  Ap-  common  carrier  over  regular  routes  be> 
)een  filed  for  tempo-  tween  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Philadehdik 
er  section  210a(b).  Pa.,  between  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and  Urn. 
Authority  sought  for  caster,  Pa^,  between  Harrisburg,  Pa.  and 
GKDTTRY  CAR'TING  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  between  BethleW 
rkway,  Rochester  6,  Pa.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  betweea 
'  the  operating  rights  Akron,  Ohio,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.^ 
rty  of  ROCHESTER  tween  Canfield,  Ohio,  and  Rochester 
NY,  25  North  Wash-  Pa.,  between  Norwalk,  Ohio,  and  Young*! 
ester  10,  N.Y.  Appli-  town,  Ohio,  between  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  and 
)bert  V.  Gianniny,  25  Jennerstown,  Pa.,  between  West  Alexsn- 
Rochester  14,  N.Y.  der.  Pa.,  and  Uniontown,  Pa.,  betweea 
sought  to  be  trans-  Greensburg,  Pa.,  and  Point  Marion,  Ps, 
',teel  and  glass  lined  between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Steuben- 
n  carrier  over  irreg-  ville,  Ohio,  between  Sandusky; Ohio,  and 
Rochester,  N.Y.,  to  New  Philadelphia,  Ohio,  between  Nor- 
ersey,  Pennsylvania,  walk,  Ohio,  and  Willoughby,  Ohio,  be- 
tiusetts,  Ohio,  West  tween  Strasburg,  Ohio,  and  Willou^, 
aryland,  and  from  Ohio,  between  Wadsworth,  Ohio,  and 
I  points  in  Connect!-  Canton,  Ohio,  and  between  Lorain,  Ohio, 
•e,  Rhode  Island,  and  and  Mallett  Creek,  Ohio,  serving  all 
is  authorized  to  op-  intermediate  and  certain  off-route 
carrier  in  New  York,  points;  alternate  route  for  operating  coo- 
are,  Illinois.  Indiana,  venience  only  between  the  junction  of 
dassachusettst  Michi-  U.S.  Highway  224  and  Ohio  Highway  367 
re.  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  (west  of  Canfield,  Ohio)  and  the  junc- 
de  Island,  Vermont,  tion  of  Ohio  Highways  367  and  46  (soutii 
inia,  and  the  District  of  Canfield,  Ohio) ,  serving  no  inter- 
lication  has  not  been  mediate  points,  and  serving  the  named 
authority  under  sec-  termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only, 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
Authority  sought  for  route  operations  between  Cleveland, 
IDLEY  TRUCKING  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  general 
L8  Vandalia  Road.  Des  commodities,  excepting,  among  othem, 
the  operating  rights  household  goods  and  commoditlei  in 
,  P.O.  Box  195,  Shen-  bulk,  over  irregular  routes,  from  Cleve- 
1  for  acquisition  by  land,  Ohio,  and  points  in  Ohio  within  50 
EY,  GEORGE  LIND-  miles  of  Cleveland,  to  certain  points  In 
NDLEY  and  ALICE  Pennsylvania,  and  from  Blairsville,  Pa., 
f  1701  Grand,  Granite  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  within  60 
trol  of  such  rights  niiles  of  Blairsville,  to  certain  points  in 
ise.  Applicants’  rep-  Ohio.  HEXiM’S  EXPRESS,  INC.,  is  su- 
m  Watkins,  General  thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
'rucking  Service,  3618  in  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir- 
s  Moines,  Iowa.  Op-  Binia.  Ohio,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
ht  to  be  transferred:  and  New  Jersey.  Application  has  not 
es,  excepting,  among  been  filed  for  temporaiy  authority  under 
sods  and  commodities  section  2 lOa(b). 

OTt  carrier  over  regu-  No.  bdC— F  7386.  Authority  sought  lor 
1  Shenandoah.  Iowa,  purchase  by  COOPER-JARRETT,  DW., 
and  between  Shenan-  311  West  14th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
lebraska  City  Nebr  of  the  operating  rights  and  property  or 
termediate  and  off-  ATLANTIC  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC., 
'.hold  goods  and  emi-  North  Gallatin  Avenue  and  Bailey  m- 
)ver  irregular  routes,  tension,  P.O.  Box  32,  Uniontown.  Pa, 
ah.  Iowa,  and  points  and  for  acquisition  by  R.  E.  (:OOP^ 
Shenandoah,  on  the  i,”" 

>  the  other,  those  in  .Ti  S 

_ _  Chicago,  Ill.,  of  control  of  such  ngnw 

IS  authonz^  to  op-  property  through  the  purchase.  Ap- 

i  carrier  m  Missouri,  pUcants’  attorney:  Irving  Klein,  2W 

,^pplication  has  not  Broadway,  New  York  7,  N.Y.  OperatW 

irary  authority  under  rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  G<»- 

eral  commodities,  excepting, 

Authority  sought  for  others,  household  goods  and  commodi- 

I’S  EXPRESS,  INC.,  ties  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  ova 


transportation  of  general  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  between  Free¬ 
port,  ni.,  and  Chicago;  Ill.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  20,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  R<x;kford,  Ill.  The  subject  peti¬ 
tion.  dated  November  20,  1959,  seeks  re¬ 
opening  of  the  application  and  prays 
the  Commission  find  that  petitioner  is 
authorized  to  serve  all  intermediate 
points  on  the  above-described  route,  be¬ 
tween  Freeport  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  spe¬ 
cifically,  Belvidere,  Ill.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  may  file  representations  sup¬ 
porting  or  opposing  the  relief  sought 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Appucations  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carrier 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain,  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  CTTl  1.240) 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-P  7379.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HOME  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  334  South  Four  Lane 
Highway,  Marietta,  Ga.,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  WOODROW 
EVERETTE,  doing  business  as  W. 
EVERETT  E  TRUCK  LINE,  Washington, 
N.C.,  and  for  acquisition  by  JIMMIE  H. 
AYER,  also  of  Marietta,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  Allan  Watkins  and 
Paul  M.  Daniell,  both  of  214  Grant 
Building.  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Boilers 
and  machinery,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  between  points  in 
North  Carolina.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Geor¬ 
gia,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Wisconsin,  Delaware,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Nebraska.  Kentucky,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Florida.  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Arkansas,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Minnesota,  Tennessee,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P  7380.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  STANDARD  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  COMPANY.  INC.,  290  Armistice 
Boulevard,  Pawtucket,  R.I.,'  of  the 
.operating  rights  and  property  of  WAR¬ 
REN  TEAMING  CO.,  3  Steeple  Street, 
Providence  3,  R.I.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
BERNARD  J. .  OTCX)LE  and  MARY 
OTCXDLE,  both  of  Pawtucket,  of  control 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Mary 
E.  Kelley,  10  Tremont  Street,  Boston  8, 
Mass.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  livestock, 
automobiles,  comn^odities  in  bulk,  high 
explosives,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  or  refrigeration,  and  those 
Injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
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-Elites  between  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
Ohio,  between  Pittsburgh, 
mi  ^^VRochester,  Pa.,  between  Ra- 
nhio  and  Stow.  Ohio,  between 
Ohio,  and  Akron.  Ohio,  be- 
Alexandria.  Pa.,  and  Clarks- 
‘•**“5  Va.  between  Pittsburgh.  Pa., 
York,  N.Y.,  between  Pittsburgh, 
Newark.  N.J..  between  Cleve- 
Ohio  ^d  Niagara  Falls.  N.Y..  be- 
^^eeUng,  W.  Va.,  and  Cleveland. 
!ir  between  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  and 
2K’«ide  Ohio,  between  Canton,  Ohio, 
^fSnisvUle,  Ohio,  between  Pitts- 
Pa  and  Elkins,  W.  Va.,  between 
M^urg.  Pa-  and  Wheeling,  W.  Va., 
ISffi  Washington.  Pa.,  and  Wheeling, 
f^between  specified  points  in  West 
and  between  Waynesburg,  Pa.. 
Smdred,  W.  Va.,  serving  certain  in- 
Imediate  and  off -route  points;  several 
J^te  routes  for  operating  conven- 
JJL  (gjy,  Mrving  no  intermediate 
S  except  ihe  New  Stanton  Toll  Gate 
atiie Pennsylvania  Turnpike  at  which 
is  authorized  solely  for  the  pur- 
^  of  Joining  the  alternate  route  be- 
^  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa  vitb  said  carrier’s  presently  author- 
^  regular-route  operation  over  U.S. 
Bifaway  119>  provided  in  each  instance 
thtt  service  at  Baltimore,  Philadelphia, 
ind  Trenton  is  restricted  to  the  pick-up 
Hi  delivery  of  shipments  moving  to  or 
lnjin  Uniontown,  Pa.,  or  points  west  of 
OBIontown,  including  all  points  on  said 
arrier’s  presently  authorized  route  be- 
tnen  New  Alexandria,  Pa.,  and  Clarks- 
lirg,  W.  Va.,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
MHODtown,  Pairchance,  Dunbar,  Nilan 
ud  Ouyaux,  Pa. ;  general  commodities, 
enepting,  among  others,  household 
foods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  over 
htgular  routes,  between  Uniontown, 
BtovnsvlUe,  Pittsburgh,  and  Elizabeth, 
Fi.,on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio,  between  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
B  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Cuyahoga  County.  Ohio,  and 
letveen  Cleveland.  Ohio,  on  the  one 
kud,  and,  on  the  other,  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
nd  points  withing  five  miles  of  Pitts- 
taridi;  household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
OoDunlssion,  between  Brownsville.  Pa., 
ad  points  within  15  miles  of  Brownsville, 
Bthe  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New 
lork,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Ohio  and  West 
llrglnla:  compressed  gasses,  in  steel 
(jtoders,  and  empty  steel  cylinders,  be- 
twn  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
ad,  on  the  other,  Cleveland,  Columbus, 
Hdgeport,  and  Mingo  Junction,  Ohio, 
1^  Iheellng,  W.  Va.,  and  Niagara  Palls, 
lY.iiiijrar,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  cer- 
hto  points  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia  and 
tansylvania;  fruits,  vegetables,  and 
focery  supplies,  from  points  in  Alle- 
toy  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Belmont, 
Iwrison,  and  Jefferson '  Counties, 
ttib;  steel,  metal  products,  and  clay 
Mtcts,  from  points  in  Jefferson 
Ohio,  to  certain  points  in  West 
Itoa  and  Pennsylvania.  Vendee  is 
■fiwdzed  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
in  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Massa- 
^•dts,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island, 
^  York,  Connecticut,  Pennsylvania, 
Ko.  239 - 7 


Kansas,  Maryland.  Indiana,  Delaware, 
and  New  Jersey.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P  7387.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  C  &  R  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY.  INC.,  West  Sulphur  Springs 
Highway,  P.O.  Box  127,  Winnsboro,  Tex., 
of  the  operating  rights  of  LUTHER  M. 
ANDERSON,  doing  business  as  ANDER¬ 
SON  TRUCK  LINES,  P.O.  Box  372, 
Grand  Saline,  Tex.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  Leroy  Hallman.  617  First  National 
Bank  Building.  Dallas  2,  Tex.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  trahsf erred:  Salt,  as 
a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Grand  Saline,  Tex.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  New  Mexico, 
Texas,  Louisiana.  Arkansas,  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

Note:  A  directly  related  application  will 
be  published  In  the  Federal  Register  at  a 
later  date. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F  7384.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BUS 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  315  Continental  Avenue, 
Dallas  7,  Tex.,  of  CONTINENTAL  TEN¬ 
NESSEE  LINES,  INC.,^  416  Fifth  Avenue 
South,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  CRESCENT  LINES,  INC., 
425  Bolton  Avenue,  Alexandria,  La.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorneys:  Carl  B.  Callaway 
and  Alfred  Crager,  both  of  315  Continen¬ 
tal  Avenue,  Dallas  7,  Tex.,  and  Curry  & 
Dolan,  631  Southern  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  5,  D.C.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  controlled:  (CONTINENTAL  TEN¬ 
NESSEE  LINES,  INC.)  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes,  between  Nashville,  Tenn., 
and  Crossville,  Tenn.,  between  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  Carthage,  Term.,  be¬ 
tween  Westmoreland,  Tenn.,  and  Red 
Boiling  Springs,  Tenn.,  between  Harts- 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  25  and  Tennessee  Highway  10, 
between  Lebanon,  Tenn.,  and  Sparta. 
Tenn.,  and  between  Sparta.  Tenn.,  and 
Jamestown,  Tenn.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  the  off-route  point  of 
Ravenscroft,  Tenn.;  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express,  newspapers, 
and  mail,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  between  Gallatin,  Tenn.,  and 
Scottsville,  Ky.,  between  Red  Boiling 
Springs,  Term.,  and  Livingston,  Term., 
between  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  Pike- 
ville,  Tenn.,  between  Chattanooga.  Tenn., 
and  Cookeville,  Tenn.,  between  Smith- 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  McMinnville,  Tenn.,  be¬ 
tween  McMinnville,  Tenn.,  and  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  56  and  Tennessee 
Highway  108,  at  a  point  just  north  of 
Coalmont,  Tenn.,  between  Dunlap, 
Tenn.,  and  jimction  Tennessee  High¬ 
ways  8  and  27,  just  north  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  between  Chestnut  Mound, 
Tenn.,  and  Gainesboro,  Tenn.,  between 
Cookeville,  Tenn.,  and  Livingston.  Term., 
between  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and  Clinton 
Engineering  Works,  near  Clinton,  Tenn., 
between  Monterey,  Tenn.,  and  Knox¬ 


ville,  Tenn..  and  between  Crossville. 
Tenn.,  and  Oliver  Springs,  Tenn.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers  between  Harriman,  Tenn., 
and  Rockwood,  Tenn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  class  D  poisons  for  the 
United  States  Government  (Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission)  and  moving  on  Gov¬ 
ernment  bills  of  lading,  as  a  contract 
carrier  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Oak  Ridge,  Tenn.,  and  Kevil,  Ky.; 
«X)NTINENTAL  CRESCENT  LINES, 
INC.)  passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
mail,  express,  and  newspapers  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  regular  rout^,  between 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Brooks,  Ga.,  between 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Riverdale,  Ga.,  be¬ 
tween  Woolsey,  Ga.,  and  Grifan,  Ga., 
between  Fayetteville,  Ga.,  and  Newnan, 
Ga.,  between  Alexander  City,  Ala.,  and 
Newnan,  Ga.,  between  Nashville,  Tenn., 
and  Montgomery,  Ala.,  between  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  Murfreesboro,  Tenn., 
between  Gadsden.  Ala.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga., 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  78  and 
unnumbered  highway  (three  miles  west 
of  Atlanta.  Ga.),  and  junction  Georgia 
Highways  6  and  120  (three  miles  south 
of  Dallas.  Ga.),  between  Cave  Spring, 
Ga.,  and  Cedartown,  Ga.,  between  Hunts¬ 
ville,  Ala.,  and  Piedmont,  Ala.,  between 
Huntsville.  Ala.,  and  Ardmore,  Ala.,  be¬ 
tween  Birmingham.  Ala.,  and  Opelika, 
Ala.,  between  Talladega.  Ala.,  and  Lin¬ 
coln,  Ala.,  between  Talladega,  Ala.,  and 
Pell  City,  Ala.,  between  Attalla,  Ala.,  and 
junction  Alabama  Highways  74  and  32, 
between  Oxford,  Ala.,  and  Good  Water, 
Ala.,  between  Oneonta,  Ala.,  and  Chat¬ 
tanooga.  Tenn.,  and  between  Alexander 
City,  Ala.,  and  jimction  of  Alabama. 
Highways  9  and  22,  serving  certain  in¬ 
termediate  points  the  first  two  routes 
being  subject  to  the  restriction  that  no 
passengers  are  to  be  transported  between 
Atlanta  and  College  Park  and  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  East  Point  and  between 
Atlanta  and  Hapeville;  passengers,  and 
their  baggage,  between  junction  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  31  and  Tennessee 
Highway  99,  and  Shelb3rville,  Term., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  mail,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Opelika,  Ala.,  and  Columbus,  Ga., 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Oneonta,  Ala,,  and 
junction  Alabama  Highway  18  and  U.S. 
Highway  278,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BUS 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  Texas,  Utah,  Arkansas, 
Arizona,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and  Iowa. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  59-10392:  Piled,  Dec.  8.  1959; 

8:49  a Ju.] 
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NOTICES 


FOURTH  SiCTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

December  4,  1959. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

PSA  No.  35868:  Substituted  service — 
CRI  &  P  for  Riss  <fe  Company,  Inc.  Filed 
by  J.  D.  Hughett,  Agent  (No.  23) ,  for  in¬ 
terested  carriers.  Rates  on  property 
loaded  in  highway  trailers  and  transport¬ 
ed  on  railroad  flat  cars  between  Denver, 
Colo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Oklahoma 
City,  C^a.,  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
on  the  other,  on  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  such  point  or  points  beyond 
as  described  in  the  application. 

Groimds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff;  Supplement  6  to  Southwestern 
Motor  Freight  Bureau,  tariff  MP-I.C.C. 
285. 

FSA  No.  35869:  Concrete  slabs  from 
Pacific,  Mo.,  to  the  South.  Filed  by  O. 
W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (SFA  No.  A3876), 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
slabs,  cement  or  reinforced  concrete,  in 
carloads  from  Pacific,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
southern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  and  production  of  a  new  commodity 
at  Pacific,  Mo. 

Tariff:  Supplement  166  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  1278. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  69-10390;  Piled,  Dec.  8,  1995; 

8:49  a.in.] 


[Notice  106] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

December  4,  1959. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  with 
service  at  intermediate  points  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  imder  the  Commission’s'  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)(8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e))  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter -notices  by 
number. 


Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  42487  (Deviation  No.  5) ,  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS,  INC., 
172  Linfield  Drive,  Menlo  Park,  Calif., 
filed  November  17,  1959.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route,  as  follows:  From  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highways  12  and  94  at  a  point  ap¬ 
proximately  3  miles  east  of  Hudson,  Wis., 
over  U.S.  Highway  94  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  12  at  a  point  approxi¬ 
mately  2  miles  north  of  Menomonie, 
Wis.,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  from  Minneapolis  over  U.S. 
Highway  12  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  172,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
172  via  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12 
to  Fairchild,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10  to  Preemont,  Wis.,  thence  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  110  to  Winchester, 
Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  150 
to  Neenah,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45  (for¬ 
merly  U.S.  Highway  41) ,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  Oshkosh,  Wis.  (also  from 
Neenah,  Wis.,  over  County  Highway  A  to 
Oshkosh) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45 
(formerly  U.S.  Highway  41)  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  175  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  41),  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  175  via  Vandyne,  Wis.,  to  Fond 
Du  Lac,  Wis.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC  55896  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  RAY 
WILLIAMS  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
1750  Southfield  Road,  Lincoln  Park, 
Mich.,  filed  November  19,  1959.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devi¬ 
ation  route,  as  follows:  Prom  Chicago, 
Ill.,  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Indianapolis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  35),  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION,  210 
East  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Worth  2,  Tex., 
filed  November  16,  1959.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle  of  passengers,  over  a^de- 
“viation  route  as  follows:  From  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highways  Bypass  77  and  77 
at  a  point  approximately  9  miles  north 
of  Waxahachie,  Tex.,  over  Bypass  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  77 
approximately  2  miles  south  of  Waxa¬ 
hachie  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 


no  intermediate  points.  The  notice 
cates  the  carrier  is  presently  auSS 
to  transport  passengers  betwem®!2  0 
same  points  over  U.S.  Highway  n  ** 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No  SS)  td* 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATlS’? 
East  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Worth  J  tJ? 
filed  November  16,  1959.  Carri**^ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  commoa  cmrt  ^ 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  Passengert^l  I 
deviation  route  as  follows :  Prom  AmSn*  * 
lo,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  287to!i  * 
jimction  with  Texas  Farm  to  ' 

Road  1912,  thence  over  Farm  toES  ’ 
Road  1912  to  its  junction  with  imm!/  I 
bered  Farm  to  Market  ttSi  ' 
over  unnumbered  Farm  to  MarketS  ’ 
to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highwiyii  ' 
and  return  over  the  same  route  fa  ^  ' 
crating  convenience'only,  serving  no  ' 

termediate  points.  The  notice  Indictta 
that  the  carrier  is  presently 
to  transport  passengers  between^ 
same  points  over  U.S.  Highway  66. 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  87)  tbi 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION,’  M 
East  Ninth  Street,  Port  Worth  %  tn 
filed  November  16,  1959.  Carrier 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  corrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  over  i 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom  tbe 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  66  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  44  at  a  point  I4)pn)il- 
mately  2  miles  east  of  Tulsa,  OUa.,  ud 
junction  of  the  same  two  highway!  ip- 
proximately  7  miles  east  of  'ruha  over 
Interstate  Highway  44,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  craven- 
ience  only,  serving  no  intermee^  , 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  tbe 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  between  the  same  points 
over  U.S.  Highway  66. 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  38),  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORATION,  210 
East  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Worth  2,  Tcl, 
filed  November  16,  1959.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Prican  ^ 
junction  of  relocated  U.S.  Highway  66 
and  U.S.  Highway  66  near  Catoosa, 
over  relocated  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Junc¬ 
tion  access  road  to  The  Roy  Rogers 
Turnpike,  thence  over  such  accesroad 
to  the  junction  of  the  said  tumptte 
and  U.S.  Highway  66,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  between  the  same  points 
over  old  U.S.  Highway  66. 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  39),  THE 
GREYHOUND  CORPORA'nON,  216 
East  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Worth  2,  Tet, 
filed  November  16,  1959.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom  the 
junction  of  New  U.S.  Highway  75  and 
Old  U.S.  Highway  75  (now  Farm  Road 
1378)  over  New  U.S.  Highway  75  to  jun> 
tion  Old  U.S.  Highway  75  at  or  nw 
Richardson,  Tex.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenlena 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  pcrfnts. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier 
is  presently  authorized  to  transport  pa^ 
sengers  between  the  described  points 
over  Old  U.S.  Highway  75, 


s 


fOKttiay’  December  9,  1959 

iir  1501  (Deviation  No.  40) ,  THE 
CORPORATION.  2600 
®«SnAvenue,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio, 
SfCcmber  16.  1959.  Carrier  pro- 

to  operate  as  a  common^  carrier, 
^tor  vehicle  of  passengers,  over  a 
IISmi  route,  as  follows:  From  Wash- 
ESn  DC.,  over  the  Baltimore-Wash- 
parlay  to  junction  Maryland 
SSSay  202,  thence  over  Maryland 
202  to  junction  Maryland  High- 
!t^704  thence  over  Maryland  Highway 
Sto  junction  Annapolis- Washington 
Mtfsvay,  thence  over  Annapolis- 
5Hgton  Expressway  to  junction  U.S. 
JSway  301  (also  from  Washington  over 
Sffland  Highway  704  to  junction  An- 
ISis-Washington  Expressway),  and 
Um  over  the  same  routes,  for  operat- 
i^venience  only,  serving  no  inter- 
ijjte  points.  The  notice  indicates 
Sjoirrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
JJijport  passengers  over  the  following 
-anent service  routes:  From  Washing- 
Ja  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  jimction 
Hiryland  Highway  450  (formerly  U.S. 
gi^vay  50)  and  thence  over  Maryland 
Bgbway  450  via  Parole,  Md.,  to  Annap- 
gh;  from  Washington  over  Maryland 
S^way  214  to  junction  Maryland  High- 
iiy  2,  thence  over  Maryland  Highway  2 
toParole,Md.,  and  thence  over  Maryland 
Il^way450  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  50) 
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to  Annapolis;  from  Lanham,  Md.,  over 
Maryland  Highway  554  to  Bowie.  Md., 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Baldwin’s  Garage;  from  junction  U.S. 
Highway  301  and  Maryland  Highway  214 
over  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  An- 
napolis-Washington  Expressway,  thence 
over  Annapolis- Washington  Expressway 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  1501  (Deviation  No.  41),  THE 
GDSSYHOUND  CORPORATION,  2600 
Hamilton  Avenue,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio, 
filed  November  19,  1959.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle  of  passengers  over  devia¬ 
tion  routes  as  follows:  (a)  Prom  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  90  and 
the  New  York  State  Thruway,  approxi¬ 
mately  3  miles  west  of  Ripley,  N.Y.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  44,  approximately  ^lo  of  a  mile 
north  of  Concord,  Ohio,  (b)  from  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  71  and 
Ohio  Highway  18  over  Interstate  High-< 
way  71  to  Columbus.  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  passengers  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  From  Dunkirk,  N.Y., 
over  New  York  Highway  60  to  Fredonia, 
N.Y.  (also  from  Silver  Creek,  N.Y., 


over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Fredonia, 
N.Y.),  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  via 
Harborcreek,  Pa.,  to  Erie  (also  from 
Harborcreek,  Pa.,  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  955  to  jimction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  5  at  a  poin^  approximately  3^ 
miles  east  of  Erie,  Fa.,  and  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  5  to  Erie;  from 
the  junction  of  Ohio  Highway  10  and 
U.S.  Highway  20  over  Ohio  Highway  10 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20.  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  20  via  Cleveland.  Paines- 
ville  and  Geneva,  Ohio  to  Erie,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Water¬ 
ford;  Pa.;  from  Cleveland  over  Ohio 
Highway  87  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
8.  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  8  to  Akron, 
Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  5  to 
Wooster,  Ohio,  and  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  3  to  Columbus;  from  Cleveland 
over  Ohio  Highway  3  to  Wooster;  from 
Cleveland  over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Dela¬ 
ware,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23 
to  Columbus;  from  Cleveland  over  Ohio 
Highway  3  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  94, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  94  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  5,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  59-10391;  PUed,  Dec.  8,  1959; 

8:49  ajn.] 
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